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GENERAL HEADINGS 

CURRENT TOPIcs ceeeeeeccceseee SOL | OBITUARY 

PLENIPOTENTIARY PRIVILEGES 504 | LEGAL News 

THE UBIQUITOUS PHOTOGRAPHER . O04 | COURT PAPERS.... seme: ones 

CORRESPON DENCI vbonesbasdtnset 506 | WINDING-Up NoTIcEs ., 

NEW ORDERS, &0. .... : .- 508 | CREDITORS’ NOTICES .,.... 
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Cases Reported this Week. 
Fearnley v. Bates & Northcliffe (Lim.) 
Payne v. Lewis & Peat es 
“The Triumph” and ‘The Usk” .. 
Townsend vy. Ascroft 


. . 
Current Topics. 
The Colonial Steck Act, 1900. 
WeE print elsewhere a notice from which it will be seen that 
Commonwealth of Australia 5} Per Cent. Inscribed Stock, 


1920-22, and Commonwealth of Australia 54 Per Cent. 
Inscribed Stock, 1922-27, have been added to the investments 


| authorized by the Trustee Act, 1893, subject to the restrictions 


imposed by section 2 (2) of that Act 


Investment of Workmen’s Compensation Money. 
WeePRINT elsewhere me new Workmen’s Compensation 
Rules, relating to the investment and transfer of money paid 


| into court Rule 1 defines and limits the powers of the Court 
| as to investment It authorizes investment in Government 
| Stocks, or, with the consent of the Treasury, in securities (other 


than mortgages) in which cash under the control of the High 


| Court can be invested, and provides as to the mode of invest- 


ment And rule 2 provides for the transfer of investments 


where money is transferred from one court to another. 


The Public Trustee’s Report. 

Tae Report of the Public Trustee for the year ended 31st 
March last, which has just been issued, shews a continued 
expansion of busines notwithstanding the adverse influence of 
the war During the yeay the number of estates and trusts 
accepted was 1.811. having a value of £16,544,193, as com- 


| ‘pared with 1,595 in the previous year of the value of 


£16.622.194 The total value of the estates ac epted since the 


} opening of the Office on lat January, 1908, is £97 247,561, 
| while the application rom 6,302 intending testators, request- 


ing the Pu lie Trustee to act as executor or trustee, disclose a 
possible future busine of an estimated value of £96,391,141, 
making a total of £193,638,702. There has been a consider- 
able shrinkage of fees in consequence of the war This has 
been due to shrinkage in capital value and income owing to 
depreciation and to income tax, the income fee being charged 
on net income distributed after deduction of income tax. 
The loss of fees from these two causes since the outbreak of the 
war is estimated at £27,000 ut, notwithstanding this, the 
Department ha continued to be self supporting, the surplus of 
receipts over expenditure in 1915-16 being £2,591, and in the 
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past year £2, 251. The total surplus cash balance under the 
Public Trustee Act since the commencement is £23,001, and 


furniture, &c., £4,000, and fees earned, 


£10,000 


this, with other asset 
but not collected, 
£37,001. 


makes an aggregate reserve of 


The Public Trustee’s Investments. 

AT THE time of the last War Loan, when pressure was being 
put upon trustees to invest trust moneys in the loan, we 
hazarded the suggestion that the action of the Public 
would be watched with interest. It now 

ntributed £872,294 to the loan, an amount 
excessive having regard to the total 


Trustee 


in this 
appears that he 


respec t 


which does not appear 
value of his investments—some £73,000,000, apart from mort 
gages and real and leasehold property The higher rate of 


interest produced an average rate of income for the year of 
£5 Os. 10d investments, and £5 7s. 10d 
per cent. on other investments. As before, the Advisory Com- 
mittee, consisting of Mr. Freperick Huta Jackson, Mr. R. 
Martin Ifouranp, Mr. R. M. Kinperstey, and Mr. J. A 
Mutcens, Jun their assistance throughout the 
year, and have 
by the Public Trustee. In addition tothe 
relate to estates of cons average value, 


per cent. on trustee 


have vriven 
had under consideration all investments 
ibove matters, which 


there is the 


made 


ider able 


administration of small estates under section 3 of the Publie 
Trustee Act, 1906, and of infants’ damages under R.S.C 
ord. 22, r. 15. There has been a suggestion that com- 

awarded to minors under the Workmen’s Com- 


pensation 
should also be entrusted to the Public Trustee 


instead of being dealt with by the respec- 
awards were made There 
might be advantages in such a course—in particular, a gain in 
uniformity of administration ; but a central office such as the 
Public Trustee’s would not have the advantage of local know- 
ledge. The office of the Deputy Public Trustee at. Manchester 
has now completed its third year, and the business has grown 


pensation Act 
for administration, 


tive county courts in which the 


rapidly. At the end of last year 575 trusts, valued at 
£3,505,746, were under administralion. Besides his ordinary 
duties, the Public Trustee has had additional duties imposed 


on him during the war as Custodian of enemy property in 
England and Wal ind the total value of property, including 
debts, so transferred proximately £12,000,000 
statement about 
preparing is to the 


to him is ap 

Report contains the following 
statistics which the Public Trustee i 
financial position hetween the British Empire and each of the 


interesting 


enemy States at the beginning of the war 

I desire, in conclusion, to refer to the arrangement made by the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, in conjunction with the 
Lords Commissioners of His Majesty's ‘aan. under which I 
im co-ordinating in this Department returns which the Board of 
Trade has directed the Custodians of Scotland and Ireland to make 
to me, and, in addition, in accordance with the arrangements made 
by the Colonial Office, the returns of the Custodians acting in 


India, Canada, Australia, New Zealand, South Africa, and the 
other British Dominions, Colonies and Protectorates, in order that 
I may eventually be able to place at the disposal of His Majesty's 
Government a statement of the mparative financial position exist 
ing as at the date of the outbreak of war between the British 
Empire and each of the respective enemy States 

Trustees’ Investments in War Loans. 


AT THE time of the last War Loan the Government under 
took that statutory provision should be 
trustees against liability for loss resulting from investing their 
funds in that loan Such provision was made by the 
War Loan (Trustees) Act, 1915, for the case of borrowing 
moneys in order to convert certain securities into 1915 War 
Loan Stock; but there was no general power to borrow money 
for the purpose of making original investments in war loans. 
This pledge is to be redeemed by clause 31 of the Finance Bil! 
now before Parliament, sub-clause (1) of which is as follows 


made protecting 


trust 


It shall be lawful and shall be deemed always to have been lawfnl 
for a trustee to borrow for the of subscribing to or 
investing in any securities which have been or m be issued in 
raised for the 


purpose 


connection with anv Government loan purpose of 


resulting from any borrowing so authorized or from any sub- 
s¢ ription to or investment in such securities or the sale of any 
securities for the purpose of such subscription or investment or 
from the exercise of any option to convert any securities into 
securities so issued, whether such borrowing, subscription, invest- 
ment or sale, or the exercise of such option was before or after the 
passing of this Act; and trustees and other persons acting in any 
fiduciary character are hereby expressly authorized to exe: ise, 
without the consent of any other person, such powers of borrowing, 
subscription, investment, sale, or conversion, notwithstandi: 

thing in any instrument creating the trust. 


This appears to be sufficiently comprehensive to give the 


required protection. It is not to apply to any trustee ** under 
an implied or constructive trust, except a resulting trust arising 
on the determination or failure of an express trust ib- 


clause (2)). By sub-clause (3) the proposed provision is 
extended to local and other public authorities, notwithstand ing 
any limitation on their — but only as regards the exercise 
of powers of borrowing, &c., before the passing of this Finance 
Bill. Section 1 (6) of the War Loan Act, 1916, authorized 
companies during the continuance of the war and _ twelve 
months thereafter to invest in and hold Government securities, 
vithout regard to any limitation on their powers. There has 
been a doubt whether this authorized the holding after the 
twelve months of securities purchased before, and sub-clause (4) 
of the above clause in the Finance Bill expressly declares that 
the power of holding securities under the earlier statute is 
not limited to the continuance of the present war and a period 
of twelve months thereafter. 


Perverse Verdicts and Maintenance. 

Tue Court of Appeal found a rather ingenious reason for 
ordering a new trial in Neville v. London Express Newspaper 
(Limited) (Times, 25th May). It will be remembered that the 
Daily Express had financed certain actions brought against Mr. 
NevILLe by persons who had purchased plots of land at New 
Anzac-on-Sea under a building scheme promoted by him ; they 
claimed return of part-paid purchase money, on the ground of 
alleged misrepresentations by him, and — for them was, 
in fact, entered in the Chancery Division. Mr. Nevitte there- 
upon sued the newspaper for libel and maintenance, for the 
success of the plaintiffs in their action does not relieve from lia- 
bility to an action for maintenance at the suit of the unsuccess- 
ful defendant a person who has financed the plaintiffs without 
legal right so to do: Oram v. Hutt (1914, 1 Ch. 98). Sucha 
maintainer can only excuse himself from liability if he can 
shew, either that he has a common interest with the plaintiffs 
in the subject-matter of the suit, or else that he has bond fide, 
from a love of justice, assisted a plaintiff who otherwise would 
not ,be able to take proceedings effectively (Alabaster v. 
Harness, 1895, 1 Q. B. 339)—and this is not very easy to prove. 
Now, in Mr. NEvILte’s suit, he obtained a verdict and damages 
from a jury who found, inter alia, that the defendants did not 
act in the hond fide belief that their protegées had a legitimate 
claim. In view of the fact, proved in evidence before the jury, 
that the maintained aetion had in fact been successful in the 
Chancery Division, there is a natural presumption—not easily 
rebutted—that the maintainers had a hond fide belief in its 
merits, and the Court held that a verdict of the jury to the 
contrary was a ‘‘ perverse verdict,’’ which must be set aside 
The trial judge had shared this view, and they took his opinion 
into consideration. 


Discharge of Reviewed Men. 

As THE Military Service (Review of Exceptions) Act 
gets gradually into working order, various difficulties in the 
interpretation of the statute become apparent. Last week we 
referred to one of these in a note on the ‘‘ Rejection of 
Reviewed Men ’’; this week it may be useful to indicate briefly 
another pitfall—namely, that arising from the discharge of 4 
reviewed man. Let us take the case of a man who has been 
previously rejected or discharged on the ground of disablement 
and ill-health, and who, therefore, if of military age, and not 
within any other of the scheduled exceptions, is liable to 





the present war, and a trustee shall not be 


liable for any loss 


review under the new Act. Let us suppose that such a man 
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was rejected in June, 1916, and on Ist June, '917, received a 
Prima facie, the effect 
whether 
accepted for service or rejected—in this case the lst July, 1917, 

he becomes a statutory conscript, or is deemed to be enlisted | her 
But before that date, let us 
suppose, he is examined by the Medical Board, rejected, and 


notice of review under the statute. 


of this is that, on the thirtieth day thereafter 


and transferred to the Reserve. 


given what purports to be a discharge. 

‘This depends on the form of the discharge. 
Discharge on medical grounds which states that he is perma 
nently unfit for military service, then the discharge is final 
under the new Act, and he cannot be reviewed again. But if 
it is a full Army Discharge on medical grounds which contains 
no such final statement, then the effect. would seem to be that 
he is excepted from liability to military service, unless and 
until he receives a further review notice, which cannot be sent 
him for a period of six months; the period would be twelve 
months if he had been in the Reserve for a month before being 
exauuned and discharged. 


Tempcrary Discharge. 
In THIS second case, he is excepted until the next review 
notice reaches him, and so need not put in his claim (if he 
wishes a certificate of exemption) before a Tribuual until he 
receives the next review notice, after which he has thirty days’ 
grace in which to make his claim sut the probability is that 
he will not receive a full discharge from the Reserve; but will 
merely get a rejection card, saying that he is ‘‘ rejected, and 
therefore exempted from service,’’ or words to that effect. In 
such a case he is not excepted from the operation of the statute, 
but is in the Reserve, and only protected from liability for six 
months. The result is, as suggested in our note last week, that 
the time for making his claim is up on Ist July, 1917, and to be 
safe he must put in a claim and ask for an adjournment until 
he is again called up for re-examination six months hence. As 
a matter of fact, even a man who receives a proper formal dis- 
charge would be well advised todo the same. For it has never 
been judicially settled that a discharge on medical grounds 
from the Reserve is the discharge of a soldier on the ground of 
“disablement or ill-health ’’ within clause 5 of Schedule | 
and it is just possible that a court might hold that it is not, 
in which case the holder of such a certificate is merely a 
“rejected ’’? man. A formal claim for exemption, accompanied 
by a request for ‘‘ adjournment,’’ seems the reasonable course 
to pursue in all such cases. 


Rescission of Separation Deeds. 

THE QuEsTION whether or not a separation deed can be 
rescinded on the ground of fraud, raised before Lusn, J., in 
Hulton vy. Hulton (60 Soxicirors’ Journar, 695; 1916, 2 
K. B. D. 642), recently came before the Court of Appeal! 
(ante, p. 268), which upheld the decision of the Court below 
A husband and wife had entered into a_ separation 
deed in 1910, under which the latter was to receive an 
allowance of £500 per annum. She alleged that her husband 
had induced her to enter into the deed and accept this allow- 
ance by representing his income to be only £1,000, so that 
she could not have hoped to get more by legal proceedings 
In fact he had succeeded to a much larger income by the 
recent death of his father She therefore sued him, claiming 
rescission of the deed on the ground of misrepresentation, and 
damages for the fraud—which was denied by the defendant 
She obtained at the trial a favourable verdict from the jury, 
but the learned Judge held that she could not recover damages 
for the fraud. since torts as between husband and wife are not 
actionable unless affecting the wife’s right of property (Mar 
tied Women’s Property Act, 1882, s. 12). He held, however, 
at the same time that a separation deed obtained by fraud is 
like any other agreement so obtained, and the injured party 
is entitled to an order for the rescission of the agreement 
Here the rescission is not a remedy for the tort, and therefore 
is not inhibited by section 12 of the statute. It is a remedy 
for the protection of the injured party’s estate as affected by 


What is his position ! 
If itis a full Army 


right to sue in the Divorce Court for proper alimony, a right 
excluded by the separation deed. Such a right, apparently, 
was recognized by the courts of tore the Married 
Women’s Property Act: the wife could sue for rescission by 
next friend (Mitford on Pleading, p. 28), Of course, 
there is a difficulty here Rescission of an agreement for 
which consideration has been given is us ially granted only 
subject contended for 
of alimony 
But the answer 
a wife is entitled to main- 
tenance by her husband unless she forfeits it by agreement 
or breach of duty; here the latter was not suggested, and the 
validity of the former was contested as obtained by fraud. 
The paid under the deed she was entitled to receive 
in any case, so that she could not be bound to restore them on 
any principle of fair dealing. The above summarizes briefly 
the views of both Courts, need only add that a 
counter-appeal of the wife against the refusal of damages wae 


equity be 


) 


to a restitutio in integrum, and it wa 
the husband that the repay the 

in order to exercise her « quity to a resi IssIOon 
to this seems clear. /’ 


wile must arrear 


ana facie 


sums 


and we 
not proceeded with and was eventually dismissed 


Criminal Liability of Directors of Company. 

in appeal to the North London Sessions 
tion under section 1 of The Trading with the 
Prohibited Goods Act, 1916, it ap- 
one of the directors of a trading 


At THE hearing of 
iwalnst a conv 
Enemy and Export of 
peared that the appellant 


company, had, together with the company of which he was 
director, been convicted of making a false declaration for the 
purpose of obtaining a licence to export goods the exporta 
tion of which without a licence is prohibited. The applica 
tion for the licence was stamped by a rubber tamp with the 


name of the company, and under the name was written the 


name of the appellant, described as one of the directors of 


the company In upport of th appeal it was strenuously 
contended that the appellant was not personally liable, and 
that the declaration only bound the company on whose 
behalf it was made. The sions dismissed the appeal, and 


having regard to the fact that it was not disputed that the 
appellant made the declaration with the authority of the 
we cannot doubt that the decision was right It 
is a well-known doctrine of the whatever a 


company, 
criminal law that 
agent, servant, or clerk, 
himself Therefore, 

the principal and is done by an 


does through an may be 
tood to be done by 
illegal act is authorized b 
nt, tl 


his own hand had performed the act 


Tan 
ve ae ? wihere an 


e principal is indictable in the same manner a if 
The agent is also re 
ponsible personally in the same manner as if he violated the 
for his own benefit. No man can 


law. The cases turning on 


law on his own account or 
another to 
of director 


uthorize violate the 
the labilit: sign promissory notes issued by 
the company are of little or no assistance, for they are ques 
ibility, and*turn on the intention 


really an attempt to supple- 


Ww ho 


tions of contract and civil 
of the parties The appeal wa 
ment and vary the pl ra eology of the Act. 


Dangerous Playthings. 


WE READ that complaint have been made from everal 
districts in north-west Surrey of boys being injured by blank 
hand erenades used over the commons by airmen for instruc 
tioual purpose In one ease a boy had a thumb and two 
finger partly blown away, while another lost part of his 
ar. and several others were burnt These grenades appear 
to thave been picked up and used as playthings by the children 
of the neiehbourhood. with the unfortunate results whic h 
we have already de hed The duty of protecting young 
children from injury by dangerous toys 1s recognised by our 


iware of any case in which it 1s de 
The duty must be ad- 
t and ball could hardly 
common experience 
that serious injury may be caused by a cricket ball The 
crenades in question were not placed like toys in the hands 
- children, hut there was Aa reasonable probability 


law. though we are not 
precision 

A cricket bs 
tovs. but it 1: 


fned with clearness and 
justed by 


he des ribed a 


circumstances 


dangerou 





agreement—in this case for the protection of the wife’s 


of young 
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that such children playing on the common would collect any 
still unexploded, with 


of the grenades which app ured to be 
the object of enjoying a 


precautions tor the protection of these children should there 


fore, we thin be required It may be remembered that 
in Cooke v. Great We tern R 1 of Lreland (1909, A. C 
229) the House of Lords held that a railway company were 
responsible tor iry to children | 1 turn-table kept un 
locked (and ther re neerou lor iren) on thel ind 
close to put ! In that the ind was the privat 
property of the de endants; there wa tn ta mere permi 
sion to use it ind it mivht be contended that those » took 
the peri I | } har 1 til with a l 
dent Sut it not suggested that the children playing on 
the commons were trespa rs, and it could not be doubted 
that they would a themselves of t langerou pl ything 
placed without any warning in their 


Plenipotentiary Privileges. 


THERE l oa rather 1! rit vy now in existence 
as to the remedu tilab il u English court against the 
diplomat vel 1 lorelgn nt? such ¢ es, however, 
seldom arise in practice, and so are usually an unexplored 
country to t erage practitionet Moreover, they belong to 
the branch I i 1 ite International Law oO! 

Conflict « L, 1 thi ibhorred by every true-blue 
English lawyer iring of the theoretical and the 
academuk lle: t 1 iin the urse ¢ Is everyday pra tice 
1 lawyer is faced with a case which affe the p1 ege of al 
Ambassador or Minister Plenipotentiary, he is usually some- 
what ut ol €} But in a very recent case, Suare \ 
) ez (1 ) May), que ! t! Kind |! e arisen 
in a neat I ! ¢ t" { ihe material } nts, 
o that a not iy I net vell a practical 
utility 

N aqdoin ss ( i i tl 


against the lelel int > wa Mit ter Plen otent I in 
England of t I n Repul { or. J 


commenced | ! n im ! Mr. Just Joye! 
who, on learning the statu f the defe nt, refused to make 
iny order unt itis! it t the defendant ! pe onaiy in 
structed « 1 elt ( a Bb t 
fied on this point he heard the e, and as the t eri 
of ubsequent te] n orde vas f made in January, 1917. 
directing the defer t to lodeve certain sun : int ae 
had not or ippeared and waived | privilege, but as the 
result of ross-examination in < rt 1ad igreed to be ir 
charged the an nt in question in | 1 int t LimMinis 
trator of the estate in which the 1 ntiff w beneficiary 
An atte pt w ther nade t I t rey rnd the plat 
tiff ipplhied inder the Court [orne ! Powers) Acts, 1914 
16, tor leave to e it | ‘ ! nst. th 
ood nd chatt t | the defendant 
replied by plead rt D t Pr eur 
Act 1708 i Al ) e1 ! 

rl i ed fort} l 

f any foreign Prince 

Sta | " i i uttached, shall be 

i void to all intent 

I j 

The fir que on h I I ( n, of « irse 
whether the original proceedin ild lie at al Writ | 
processes, of course, cover legal proceedings of all ordinary 
kinds, and since they are declared null and void. it may be 


doubted whether any Court can give itself jurisdiction by mere 
contract of the partie for that is 
fendant amounts to Waiver implied in bringing an action on 
the part of the Minister is different, for there the implhed 


ill that. waiver | 1 de 


waiver of his privilege arises out of estoppel, not mutual con 


cratuitous display of firewor! Some 


tract to waive, and theeffect of estoppel on jurisdiction is rather 
different There can, of course, be no doubt that,-unless he 
waives privilege, a Minister is immune+from our -loeal juns- 
diction (Varlement Belge, 5 P. D. 197, and Mighell v. Sultan 
of Johore, 1894, 1 Q. B. 149), and in the recent case of 2: 
Republic of Bolivia Exploration Syndicate (1914, 1 Ch. 139) 
Mr. Justice AstauRY expressed doubts as to whether he could 
alidly waive his privilege at all. The privilege is really that 
it is a common law privilege of w] 
merely declaratory; and there ar 


his Sovereign State; 


the Statute of Anne is 


reason appertaining to the natural dignity and comit ( 
nations which render proceedings against Ministers of foreign 
States undesirable on grounds of public policy. Mr. Dicey 


points out the authority for this view in his Conflict of Law 
Second Edition, p. 199; and Mr. Justice Eve felt that there 
favour. gut it was unnecessary to 
as the application failed 


wa i great deal in it 
decide the point in Suwarez v. Suarez, 
on another ground 

Assuming that the waiver of privilege is geod, and judgment 
is delivered against the defendant, can his goods and cliattels 
be seized to enforce it? It seems illogical to hold that the 
when waiver takes place, but that the judg 
ment i This was pointed out strongly in 
Taylor v. Best (14 C. B. 487), in the judgment of Mr. Justice 
Mave; but that case turned on estoppel, and is not an 
uthority in a mere case of waiver by appearance. And even 
in that case the Court distinguished between the enforcement 
prior to judgment and the execution of judgment by 
means of a writ of ca. sa. or fi. fa. These Jervis, C.J., held 
to be barred by the Statute of Anne on the ground that the 
dignity of the foreign Sovereign State is injured by the seizure 
of its Minister’s coods and chattels. 

This brings one to the real principle which lay behind the 
n law rule, and which inspired the Statute of Anne 
The object of the privilege is to maintain the personal dignity 

the Ambassador, which suffers if his person or personal be 
longings are seized. For this reason it is generally accepted 
iw, to which Mr. Justice Eve assented, that the real estate of 

Minister in this country is not protected by the Statute of 
Anne—of course, until 1870 no foreigner could own real estate 

England, so that 

goods and chattels are essential! to his dignity, and 

eizure of them would impair the latter irretrievably. More 


vetion possible 


unenforceable 


ol pr we 


mn 


the statute did not provide for such a case 


t is not easy to see exactly how the writ could be executed 


vithout violating the sanctity of the Ambassador’s home, to 
vhich the privilege of extra-territoriality attaches. For all 
these reasons Mr. Justice Eve held that he could not make the 
rder’ prayed for But the question is one of such wide 
interest that one rather fancies a higher court will be invited 


to consider it 








The Ubiquitous Photographer. 


Witnovut doubt the recent case of the Sports and G: eral 
Press lgency v. Our Dogs Publishing (Co. (1916, 2 K B 
880) suggests to a reflective reader many arresting questions 
An Englishman’s liberty is such that he can move his person 
about between whatever public places his inclination may direct 
without imprisonment, hindrance, or restraint, unless by due 
ysurse of law. But has he any property in his features, or 10 
his manner of walking, or of dress? Can he prevent a1 other 
of the public from describing him, or him and the company he 
is in, through the medium of photography, or a picture repro- 
duced from a photograph? And would this description be such 
an unwarrantable infringement of any one of his legal r gehts 
as to justify him in suddenly laying hands on a photographer 
and his camera in order to prevent the latter from taking 4 
photograph, and, in case the photographer persisted, in beating 
the latter away ? 


Forty or fifty years ago legal questions relative to the fixa 





tion of images by chemical means were almost universally 
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presented in relation to album portraits, and as between a 
tradesman and a customer—a photographer carrying on a 
business as such having been employed, and paid, by a customer 
in the usual manner. There can be no doubt to-day that the 
photographer violates the rights of such a paying customer if, 
without the previous permission of the latter, he multiply 
copies, or make an enlargement, or use the photograph in a 
group or for a Christmas card, and this he does if he exhibit 
a copy in any of these forms in his studio, or sell one (/’ollard 
v. Photographie Vo., 40 Ch. Div. 345, which was approved by 
the Court of Appeal in Boucas v. Cooke, 1903, 2 K. B. 227), 
M’Cosh v. Crow & Co. (5 F. 670); and see Stedall v. Hough- 
ton (18 T. L. R. 126) Nay, even this sweeping statement 
may be carried a step further by affirming that, as a more 
complete protection to the customer, an assignee of, or through, 
the photographer, even for valuable consideration, takes subject 
to the rights of every paying customer, and, equally with the 
photographer, has to run the risk of a consent to exhibition 
being, at any time, revoked: .J/’C'ush v. Crow (ubi sup.) 

In all such cases the wrong is founded on no less than three 
grounds, as it is very desirable to observe, and useful in prac 
tice to remember. In the first place, under the provisions of 
the Copyright Act, 1911, whenever a photograph is ordered by 
a person, and is made for valuable consideration in pursuance 
of that order, the person by whom it was ordered is, in the 
absence of any agreement to the contrary, the owner of the 
copyright instead of, as is usual, the author of the photograph 
(1 & 2 Geo. 5, c. 46, s. 1, sub-section (2): ss. 5 and 21) 
In the next place, a term is implied in the contract between 
the parties that the plate shall not be used for the multipli 
cation of copies for publication or for the manufacture of 
reductions, enlargements, groups, or cards. In the third place, 
for the photographer so to use the plate would be a breach of 
faith. When a man is confidentially employed, he is not 
allowed to make an improper use of any information imparted 
to him. By posing for a photograph, a customer places the 
power of describing him photographically in the photographer's 
hands, and, when he is a paying customer, he does this in 
confidence. If, then, the phofographer use the plate for his 
own purposes, he is very evidently abusing a power reposed in 
him with the sole intention that he should supply copies of the 
photograph to the customer. 

Moreover, we make bold to suggest that at least two other 
terms are implicit in the contractual relationship of photo 
grapher and paying customer The first is that the photo 

reasonable discretion in modifying, by 


grapher may use a 
drawing by the human hand, the drawing by the sun’s ra 


We believe we are correct in thinking that thet 
fessed handwork in the majority of modern album portraits 
and indeed that the trade would tell you that if impure 
photography ’*? was not used, the proofs would very often 
receive nothing but condemnation from the customer As 
a distinguished portrait painter put it, “‘in portraits the 
grace, and we may add the likeness, consists more of the 
general air than in the exact similitude of every feature ’ 

and, when the process is borne in mind, it is easy to under 
stand how this remark applies with greater force to photo 
and sometimes al 


graphs, and justifies camera craftsmanship, 
infusion of manual drawing and hand control in 
The second additional term would be that, should the photo 


to pre duce 


printin g 


grapher fail, even after retou hing the negative. 
a passable photograph such a one we mean as he could not | 


hope would entitle him to compel payment of the price -he 


will never publish copies Surely it would be monstrous if 
when. in such circumstances, a customer declined, and de 
clined justly, to pay for the work, the tradesman could re 


taliate by an extensive exhibition of the caricature. 





The legal aspect of such cases as we have been so far con 


But compet ition 


sidering is comparatively easy of resolution 
in business. and commercial enterprise, have induced some 
photographers to invite celebrities and others to be photo- 
graphed, free of charge, at their studios, and other photo- 


graphers to travel the country taking school, cricket, and other 


groups on much the same terms. Here, then, is another class of 
case, and, considering its frequency of late, a most important 
one, and it may be conveniently viewed as one between a trades- 
man and a sitter. Our advice to the sitter would be that, 
however complimented he may feel by the invitation, or 
seduced by the freedom from expense and the obliging manner 
of the photographer, he had better be politely circumspect, 
and make an express agreement, such as will be quite satis- 
factory to himself, relative to the copyright, and to the use 
and exhibition of the plate and copies Otherwise, our fear 
would be that the consequences might not entirely please him, 
either in the present or the unknown future. If rights in a 
case of the sort had to be decided upon the sections already 
cited of the Copyright Act, 1911—and we confess that we 
hould expect to find the evidence on what passed at the time 
in a very fluid and indefinite state—then, in order that a cus 
tomer or sitter shall be the owner of the copyright, the thoto- 
graph must (a) be ordered by him, (4) be made for valuable 
consideration in pursuafice of that order, and (c) not be the 
subject of any agreement—which we apprehend may be verbal, 
or even to be collected from the evidence—that the photo- 
grapher or a third party shall be the owner of the copyright; 
ind the question would be whether the sitter could carry his 
case so far. Further, there must have been numerous negotia- 
tions in which a jury would conclude that the subsequent sale 
by the photographer of copies to all and sundry was in the 
contemplation of both the parties, though the subject was not 
actually mentioned by either of them in correspondence or 
conversation And in this connection it should be mentioned 
that we consider the convenient decision in Stackemann v. 
yn (1906, 1 Ch. 774) must now be deemed obsolete, it 
having been given upon a repealed Act, the wording of which 
differs from that of the existent Copyright Act In short, 
the law does not exist to get the improvident or careless man, 
or the inveterate bargain hunter, out of the mire into which 


Pat 


he has plunged 
The inordinate growth in modern time of inquisitiveness 
nd riosity as to other people’s affairs has created yet 
lass of case of this kind In this third class the parties 
are a professional, newspaper, or amateur photograyfher and 
t patient or individual innocent of any desire to be photo- 
graph d The discovery of more and more sensitive prepara- 
tions has rendered it ea y to now take a good portrait in a 
decimal of a second ; and the manufacturer of cheap and port 
able cameras has made ‘‘ snapshotters ’’ of the million With 
espect to this ela if case, the situation is that the copyright 


Dp 
I 


in the author that there are no contractual relations be- 
tween the photographer and his patitnt; and, it would seem, 
no breach of confidence If the reader refer to Monson v 
Tn d (1894, 1 Q. B. 671) and to #2. Hulton d& Co. v. Jones 
(1910, A, C. 20), he will see they are not claims simply for 
xhibiting a portrait model in an exhibition, and mentioning 
1 gentleman in a newspaper article, but for libel by such 
mean and thus the preliminary question did not come for 
judgment But we believe the most generally received 
ypinion in the profession to be that the unwilling patient of 
a ‘‘snapshotter’’ sustains no in ury, nor are his rights vio- 
lated even bv an exhibition or sale of the photograph so taken, 
or its reproduction in the newspapers, provided, of course, the 
r woodeut description is not of such a nature, 


nhot« rraphic 0 
vironment. as to be libellous, or 


or published in such an et 
t rwise illegal In 1894, however, we find that a judge of 
ereat ability and learning said he did not wish to express any 
opinion on the question whether a private person can restrain 
the publication ‘of a portrait, or effigy, of himself that has 
been obtained without this authority (Monson v. Tussaud, ubi 
up. at p. 679): and there may be many public 
public persons who would be glad to see such_an exceptionally 
interesting question adjudicated by a strong and constructive 
Court of Appeal 

It is quite indispensable to offer a few brief reminders re- 
epecting the negation by evidence of a customer’s copyright, 


or semi 
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d compact forbidding publication. An ex- 
perienced advocate may predict that a special bargain upon 
these points wil] be the photographer’s defence to his admitted 


acts, and he will not deal with such a defence with the greatest 
confi ce, because where all should exhibit clarity and 
fore ht, he will probably find, on his client’s testimony, in- 
distinctne and carelessne¢ Window and studio exhibition 
is confessedly common, and some folk are gratified by its pro- 
posal in their case. If, in the circumstances, the jury find 
a special agreement which involved the customer’s annoyance 
and disadvantage, whi fault is that? An astute adviser, 


however, will remember that a permission to exhibit copies 
(M’Cosh v. Crow & Co., ubi sup.), and, we apprehend, on 
like grounds to multiply them, may be terminated by reason- 
able notice, and he may feel that such a notice may furnish 
a convenient way out of a disagreeable disputation. 





Correspondence. 


Recognition of the Roll. 
Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Re perter. | 


S It wa ivel) itifvying to many solicitors, and I imagine 
especla to those acti in the case, that at the close of a cause 
élébi k e acknowledgment was made of the value 
of imy t 4 irvch =work carried out very successfully by a 
r it nd his lady managing clerk. It is hoped, when deserved 
this precedent of fa open recognition will be followed more 
hat ly No h has not eng ived in such work can realise the 
if untis ffort required in the preparation of a heavy case for 
Cases are frequently won or lost before they come into 
ut it of irt, as was the cause referred to, in the end 
I} " nit 1 mn fa Is aS important as the gun in the field of 
litivation in the field of war, and when that ammunition is 
prepared | ind yp ence, let acknowledgment be made to 
the " ! for | vv her) part in the legal battle is just 
as valu i f the man behind the gun 
Harvey Criirros 
8 N irt, Lit n's Inn, 30th May 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


FEARNLEY v. BATES & NORTHCLIFFE (LIM.). 
No. 1. * 0th and 10th May. 
| yer and W MAN--INsury By ACCIDENT—“ PERIL ATTACHED TO 
Pant rn LOCATION IN WHICH BY OBLIGATION oF SERVICE WORKMAN 
In PLAcep WorkMeN'’s Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), 
1 wu employed hy the respot lents at 
the / dy ; ly u man employee they had There hein - 
‘ require l hy the } tory Acts, no separate sanitary conventence for 
wor - 2 / } the expense of constructing a separate 
lavatory, t/ } lenta entered tnto an arrangement that the appli ant 
eh JIS y f the women's nvenience at the adjacent far tory 
hel nng t 4a h There waa a common y wd to both factorie $, 
whic pert nd partly flagged te the applicant was ré 
/ ring from the women's convenience she tripped mf in the 
yara é fw ahout 2 in long and 1 in broad, which waa 
lying f fl The fall fractured her kneecap, causing her to 
he P i fated 
Field # t th ‘ of u i lying in the common yard, waa in the 
tion tt lay “a peril attached to the particular location in which by 
obligation f rrice th ppl t was placed"; and entitled her to 
} / ; ent not onl in th arse of," hut alao “ out 
j he yw nt 
rt Sinclaw ported ante, p. 350; 1917, A. C. 127) followed 
tr VW 1909.2 K. RB. 635) discussed 
Dp f ida re erased 
\ tt t mt nt from a decision fF the tints urt judge at 
Halifa ! de his award in favour of th respondents. The sole 
! t rals 1} t] ippeal was whether the finding, as a matter of 
7 by the learned judge, that although the accident admittedly arose 
| the course of "’ the emphyment of the applicant, yet it did not 
arise “out of the employment, it being an ordinary accident not con- 








nected with any special risk incidental to her employment as a wir¢ 
drawer, was right. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—I have asked my colleagues to deliver 
judgment in this case. I myself have attempted on more than one 
occasion to state the proposition involved, and I have not entirely suc 
ceeded ; | hope they will succeed. 

Bankes, L.J.—This is an appeal from the decision of the learned 
county court judge, who seems to have given attention to 
matter, but to whom, as I gather, the particular decision in Thon 
Sinclair (supra), of which have had so much discussion, was n 
cited. The facts were quite simple; there was no dispute about thei 
(His lordship stated the facts as set out in the headnote, and continued 
Now, in order to obtain access to that particular convenience, the 
pointed out to her, and, indeed, apparently the only way available 
her, was to go across a yard, calied the common yard, at the back 
these two sets of premises. On the day in question there happened t 
be a peril in the yard. It is quite true it might be said to be a 
insignificant thing in itself, in the same way as a small piece of or 
peel in the street is an insignificant thing in itself, but, nevertheless, 
is @ great peril in the circumstances. If a person treads upon a small 
piece of orange-peel in the street he may suffer a serious injury, and, 
in the samme way, to tread upon a piece of wood may, under certain con 
ditions, occasion grievous injury, and on this particular occasion this 
unfortunate woman did suffer severe injury by slipping upon this little 
piece of wood, I think by breaking her ankle, or, at any rate, sh 
suffered some serious injury. Under those circumstances she sought to 
recover compensation, and it was not disputed that the injury arose in 
the course of her employment, and the question was whether it a1 
out of her employment, and the learned county court judge apparen 
gave great consideration to the cases which were cited, and he did 1 
decide the question as a matter of fact. Having directed himself accord 
ing to the law as laid down in this recent case of Thom v. Sincl 
(supra), he dealt with the matter as a question of law, having regard t 
the authorities to which he was referred, and in his judgment says 

‘I think this was an ordinary accident, in no way incidental to tl! 
employment It was not suggested that the flags were out of order, or 
that the piece of wood on which the applicant slipped had anything to 
do with the employment, or that slipping on a piece of wood was a 
special risk of the employment. I can find no authority to justify me 
in holding that that which fs an ordinary risk of life elsewhere becom 
a special or employment risk merely because it is on the employer 

Now for a long time in matters of the character which we 
ide in this case the statement of the law as laid down by the 
present Master of the Rolls in Craske v. Wigan (1909, 2 K. B. 635) has 
been accepted and unchallenged. But in 7'hom v. Sinclair, Viscount 
Haldane réferred to the language of the Master of the Rolls in which he 
says it is not enough for the applicant to say, ‘‘ the accident would not 
have happened if I had not been engaged in that employment, or if I 
had not been in that particular place. He must go further than that, 
he accident arose because of something I was doing in t 
course of ny emmy loy I was exposed by the nature 
my employment to some peculiar danger.’’ I understand the county 
court judge to have been applying that language to this case, and 
comes to the concfusion that the accident did not arise because of an) 
thing the woman was doing in the course of her employment, or that 
she was exposed by the nature of her employment to anything which can 
be called a peculflar danger, and that I understand to be his decision, 
come to as a matter of law upon the facts before him. The question 
which we fave to decide is whether or not, having regard to the case of 
Thom v. Senelair, the language of the Master of the Rolls to which I 
have referred can any longer be regarded as exhaustive. This decision 
of the House of Lords seems to have decided two things—first, that tl 
language in Craske v. Wigan is not exhaustive, and that there may | 
class of cases which are not to be decided by reference to the langu 
of the Master of the Rolls, and that class of case is the class of 
where the workman has been exyn ed to a peril, be to use Lord 
Shaw’s language, at p. 143 of the report: ‘‘ It was a peril attached t 
the peta location in which, by the obligation of service, t 
appellant was plac ed.’ Now following it, and int rypre ting it in the 
I have interpreted it, what is the effect upon this particular case? TI 
peril, that is to say. the piece of wood lying in the yard in the position 
in which it lay, was a peril attached to the particular location in wh 
by obligafion of service, the appellant was placed. Mr. Parsons, K.C., 
has laid great stress upon the expression of Lord Shaw, ‘“‘ the oblig 
tion,’’ and sought to distinguish this case from that decision by sayt 
that the decision only applies where the peril was in a place in whi 
the workman was under a direct obligation to be or go, and that it did 
not apply, and ought not to be applied to a case where the peril is in a 
place to which the workman is under permission to go, as opposed 
obligation. I do not think that that is a sound distinction, nor do T 


great 





premises.’’ 
have to de 


and say that 
ment, or because 


ause, 


think really that the distinction in this particular case exists. This 
woman was, in a sense, under no obligation to use this way, if by: 
*‘ obligation ’’ is meant that it was a term in her contract that she must 
use it It was a term of her contract of service that if she did need to 
use the c@venience, this was the way, and the only way, in which she 
could go, and, under these circumstances, if any distinction is to b: 


ll, which I do nof accept, it is again within the language of 
Thom v. Sinclair, and that she was under an obligation of service to us 
this way. This appeal must Te allowed, upon the ground that it is 1 
possible to distinguisli this case from Thom v. Sinclair. We must follow 
that decision, and hold, therefore, that because this woman was injured 
by a peril to which she was exposed by the obligation of her service, she 


drawn at 
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is entitled to say that the accident arose, not « nly in the course of her 
employment, but out of her employment 

Warrincton, L.J—I am of the opinion. In my judg 
ment the present case is indistingu shable from Thom v. Sinclair, and 
it is on that ground that I have come to the decision which I do, that 
the learned county court judge was wrong in this case in holding as a 


same 


matter of law on the facts which he had before him that the accident 
did not arise out of the employment. I think it did arise out of the 
employmen?, and that the decision must therefore be in the appellant's 


favour. 
Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R 


sation, 


I agree 
it must l ti 
\ppe llowed, with costs here and 

CounseL, for the appellai t Sy/ Vayer, K.f ind Ba 
ard; for the respondents, Parsons, K.C., and Hastham. SOLiIctToRs, 
Fielder, Jones, & Harrison, for Robert lkinson, Halifax; Leonard 
Bingham, for Wood & Lord, Manchester. 

[Reported by Erskine Raerp 


Unless the parties can settle the 
to the We 


below 


amount of corhpen court 


cannot make the 


unty judge 
quantum 


rringtor 
n 


Barrieter-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
TOWNSEND v. ASCROFT, Eve, J. 3rd May. 


Wirtt—Annvurty—For Lire or 1n Perpeturry—Rent Cuarce ror Lit 
OR PERPETUAL—GENERAL POWER OF APPOINTMENT. 

A testator gave to his daughter £30 per annum during her life and 
not to be subject to the debts, control or engagements of any present 
or future husband, ‘‘ only she has the power left of leaving it by her 
will to be paid by my executor oj whom they ippoint out l 
property.” By her will the daughter gave the annuity of 
plaintiff absolutely 

Held. that the annuity was a perpetual ar 


the 


of my 
£30 to 


naity 


By his will, dated 25th October, 1856, a testator, after giving legacies 
to his wife and two daughters, and devised ‘‘unto my daughter 
Martha Backhouse £30 per annum during her natural life and not to 





be subject to the debts, control or engagements of the present or any 
future husband she may to have, only she has the power left 
of leaving it by her paid by my executor or whom they 
appoint out of my real property I give, devise and bequeath unto m 
son John Backhouse all my real property both in Cumberland and 
Westmorland, subject to all the k ies bequeathed by me to my wife 








ind daughter and the testator appointed his wife sole « itrix 
and residuary legatee. The testator died in 1857 and his wid in 
1866 His daughter Martha Jackhouse married, nd died in April, 
1915. Down to the date of her death the annuity of £30 was paid to 
her by John Backhouse or his successors in title to the t tator’s real 
estate, which is now vested in the defendants By he ill, dated 
5th November, 1910, the testator daughter Mart! ifter ting 
the will of the testator gave and devised the annuit of £30 to her 
daughter, the plaintiff, absolutely. The plaintiff contended that the 
innuity of £30 was a perpetual rent charge. The defendants, who 
represented the testator’s real estate in Cumberland and Westmorland 
ntended that the annuity was only for life and ce: d to be payabl 
on the death of the testator’s daughter Martha, the remainder over heing 
void for uncertainty, or alternately that the plaintiff was entitled at 
most to a rent charge of £30 during her life 

Eve, J.—The dispute in thie « nvolves the construction of the 





I llowing lause in the will of J khou dated 24th Octobe 
1856: ‘‘I give and devise unto my daughter Martha Backhouse £30 
per annum during her natural life and not to be subject to the debts, 
control or engagements of the present or any future husband she may 
happen to have, only she has the power left of leaving it by her will 


to be paid by my executor or whom they appoint out of my real 


property I give, devise and bequeath unto my son John Backhouss 
ull my real property both in Cumberland and Westmorland subject 
to all the legacies bequeathed by me tamy wife and daughters The 
plaintiff, to whom Martha fackhouse by het will dated 25t! 
November, 1910. after reciting the earlier part of the above clause 
ive and devised ‘‘the said annuity of £30 ibsolutely, claims that 
the same is a perpetual rent charge. The defendants, who are sub 
tantially all the person now possessed of tl testator’s real estate 
in Cumberland and Westmorland ntend that the gift in remainder 
after the death of Martha Backhouse is void for uncertainty, or 
alternatively that the plaintiff is entitled to rent charge of £30 per 
innum payable during her life only It is true that if the word “ it 
which is used to indicate the subject of the gift in remainder. is 
limited in its meaning to the antecedent gift for life. there is a gift 
of £30 per annum to Martha Backhouse for her life and a gift in 
remainder of the same life annuity to her testamentary appointee, and 
by this reasoning one arrives at a construction which is absurd rather 
than uncertain, and indeed so absurd as not to be adopted unless it is 
nevitable That it is not inevitable is, I think, shewn by the case of 
Blewitt v. Roherts (2 Cr. & Ph. 274). where the wording of the will 
vas not dissimilar in this respect. There the gifts for life and remain 
der were in these terms : ‘I give to my wife £600 per annum for her 
life and after her death the said annuity to be divided equally 
between,’’ and so on. Stri tly speaking, the said annuity there might 


be said to be the life annuity to the wife, 
would have left nothing upon which the 
and the Court treated it 


but so to have construed it 
gift in remainder could operate. 


And so here I 


as meaning the annual sum 











think the word ‘it must be construed as meaning the annual sum 
of £30 and t the life annuity given to Martha Backhouse This 
mst t ! s, | think, a ground for declaring the gift void 
for uncertainty, and the questi then arises as to the extent of the 
interest over hich the pow of appointment is exerciseable. It is 
V ett i tw il uty is ven to one person for life and 
t leath t tl person the latter is only entitled for life, 
lth riction i terms imposed upon the gift to him 
, // 19 ¢ D 7 This rule ha heen extended to 
i e the annuity in remainder is subject to a special power of 
LD} t nt t ndividual iss of individ see Blewitt v 
( & P 74, and order made in that action by the 
. 4 1 r on appeal set « at p. 493 of 10 > In the 
pre t s rgued on behalf of the defendant that the rule 
1 to be applied either is tentati v su t by con 
tru t ippoint as Aa spe ul power t promt to a sur 
~ i iv rate, by construing it as a special power to 
Dy t ! ippointee \ The former of these arguments cannot, 
py ted ind tl itter seems t be of the nature 
a / 1 that it olves first the conclusion that the 
ty t a perpetual on ind then such a nstruction of the 
! r to appoint as w mak f nd be ay I hie rtained 
I t matter But, in my oy 1, In a case here the real question 
j h of two alternat is the ibje t matte f tl testamentary 
} t} first step is t netrue the 7 e ind when this 
has heen done to a rtain t } of the tw | ble alternatives 
it the more responsive. I | here hat I } | to be a general 
nm r of appointment, and wher e reali the 1 wi such a 
! r assumes when written out in full, it is, | think ell nigh impos 
to see how it could be held to be properly applical to an annuity 
to | mited to the f the rst and only taker The fact that 
t donee of such ! ! ild appoint to several successively or in 
non appears in it E 4 be an almost conclusive wer to such 
uggesti n wd I thi that if I were to old the ibject matter 
f this ft to be the restricted nature contended for by the de 
f lant | ld b ! the true construction of the testamentary 
j { the ' tant \ccordingly I decide that the annuity 
| i] ( EI (7 tor Kk .¢ ml J VW. Glover; 
kK ( { SOLICITOR Vaude d 71 “tte. for 
G i i Wakefield ; au Johnstone, d ¢ for W. RR. & 
iN 1 jt. F 
[ I 8. &. Witiiams, Barrieter-at-Law.] 
re F a a 
King’s Bench Division. 
PAYNE v. LEWIS & PEAT. Horridge, J: 18th May. 
AGENCY—BroKER ACTING BOTH FOR BUYER AND SELLER—PURCHASE OF 
Cocoa—Nore In Bint or LapinGc THAT Cocoa Was DAMAGED— NON 
COMMUNICATION BY BROKER TO PURCHASER—SAMPLE SENT TO PUR 
CHASER—DvtTy OF COMMUNICATION 
Broker acting for t the shipper f cocoa lying in u house 
t Liverpool. acted also as brok to the purcha f a number of 
hag this co The brokers had } 1 hy the shippers that 
here w nore } he bill of ladina Bad i had ndition ined 
id p t ld Ti hroke é yn ed f / expe / 
to ext ne the co nd whey reported the i the y cocoa 
j i 1, the f uld t me fable fiel / ] f the 
hrol l i th to ti nid ti) contract 
was fuded 
Held, that the sale was one by sample, and that the brok acting 
honestly, we nly und tut f mmunicating ) t n 
abli nen would thini naterial a the mlina / mur of bu _ and, 
in the circumstances, were not under an 4] if f inform the pur 
chasers of the note n the bill of lading 
Acti tried in the Commercial Court Th lef lants, as brokers 
on behalf of buyers and sellers, on 6th January, 191 d to the 
plaintiffs 110 bags of cocoa, then lying at Liverpool in warehouse. The 
defendants were informed by the exporters, who instructed them to sell, 
that the idit contained the note, Ba i bad condition, 
stained and damp ”% mouldy. The plaintiffs a ed that it s the 
defendants’ duty to communicate this information to them. The con 
ditions of sale were those of the Liverpool General Produce Brokers 
Association, one being that, when goods are sold ae ‘‘ sound *’ by sample 
the ire to be deemed to have been ipproved by the huyer within three 
da the le before taking delivery. On receipt of the information 
as ft +} widition of the ocoa, the defendants obtained a re port trom 
a Liver] firm of ! u matters, that only two of the bags 
were slightly damaged | Id, and that, in accordance with Liverpool 
ustom, having removed the damaged portion, the parcel was then a 
good merchantable delivery The defendants then sent samples to the 
plaintiffs, and on the imples the defendants alleged that the sale to 
the plaintiffs took place. The plaintiffs alleged that the whole of the 
( i damaged, and holly unfit for use, and not ording to the 
samples sent to them, and that the defendants had not communicated 
the information they possessed to the plaintiffs, the plaintiffs had not 
within the three dav illawed been able to obtain the cancellation of 
the contract by the sellers 
Horrince, J.. said that this was a case in which no authority haa 


hee d to assist him in forming a judgment 


There was no dispute 


n cite 
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that the purcha was by sample, and the defendants had acted quite 
honestly in dealing wv the cocoa and in getting the report as to its N 

condition Pre isly » offering the cocoa for sale to the plaintiffs, ew rders, ie 
they sent a small sample to them, similar to what had been sent to 
other persons, and after several interviews thereon between plaintiffs NT 

and lefendant the sale is oncluded The sale was therefore by New Statutes. 

sample. The two impor facts were : (1) the purchasers knew the On 24th May the royal assent was given to the following Acts : 


defendants were acti f the sellers 2) the sale was by sample ‘ : 
The contention of the tiff had been that the brokers must act for Coroners (Emergency Provisions) Act, 1917. 


ved onlv | n Without defining Companies (Foreign Interests) Act, 1917. 
stances were. and silleting of Civilians Act, 1917. 
the footing of Venereal Disease Act, 1917 
Yorkshire Registries (North Riding) Amendment Act, 1917, 


each party j 
the duty, one mt see W ne sur 
the pur haser was pl ) ept the ract on 
purchase t | é ' I r act honestly, their duty 

did not go beyor mmut! ting 11 f to the plaintiffs as] and to several provisional orders and local and private Acts 
reasonabl isiness mé ‘ the ordinary course 

of business. Taki l cir xs into account, the defendant 
if the ir f n I ! i t] parcel was a good 


f el at i i fo é e in the | f lading were ot 4 “ f 
parcel, . va ces as Colonial Stock Act, 1500 (63 & 64 Vict. c. 62). 
G 3 + 


under a duty ommunicate the note to the 7 ntiffs. Judgment for 
fe ints Couns anado a u ) Crawford oO F . — 
the defendar EL, Langdon, K ind J. D. Crawford, for} pursuant to Section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the L 


the plaintiffs; Roche, K.C and Stuart Beran. for the defendants Chien i His Majesty 1 om Tenenien ‘ale P 
Ry, AY ; . . . hy hd 94 % awk Ne vy, § OMIN i SSlo4n-s s° s yes 6 Teasu A ner Al 2) e mou ©. ‘ 
) mg ns, Neve, Beck, & Kirby; oward & Hawksley, Sons, 4 provisions of the Act have been mplied with in respect of the u 
; ' ted G. H. Ror, B spebtew.] mentioned Stocks, registered or inscribed in the United Kingdom 
teported by G. NoTt, Barrister-at-Law : : F : = . 
ae ‘ Commonwealth of Australia 54 per cent. Inscribed Stock, 1 
JSommonwealth of Australia 54 per cent. Inscribed Stock, 192: 


tions mentioned in Section 2, Sub-section 2, of the Tru 


Probate, Divorce and Admiralty |. 2 1505, ‘apply. to Une ‘above Stocks isee Coloma! Beck Act 


iJivision. 
IN PRIZE. 
“THE TRIUMPH” AND “*IHE USK.” Jn the Matter of THE 
SURRENDER OF TSINGTAU. Evan-, P. 23rd and 3uth April. ast n 
. RULES, 1917. 
PRizt LAW Bow? \WARSHIP DESTROYED IN PORT NAVAL AND 
MILITARY OPERA : MBINED—NAVAL PRize Act, 1864 (27 & 28 We, the Rule Committee, established under Section 2 of the I 
Vict. c. 2 2 LpeER IN CouNcIL Or 2Np Marcu, 1915 ents Act, 1915, pursuant to the powers vested in us by Sect 
Prize bounty ca } timed under the | al Prize Act, 1864, in section 5, of the Grand Juries (Suspension) Act, 1017, herei: 
: ferred to as the Act, do hereby make the following Rules : 





Grand Juries (Suspension) Act, 1917. 


reapect of opera carried out by combined rval and muitary forces 
which in the sinking of certain ships of war, An application for any consent or direction in writing of 
318, 2 Dods. 243) ia still good lau Judge of the High Court require d by the Act shall be made 


a motion for prize bounty made by the commande at chambers sitting in the King’s Bench Division. 


and cr f H.M.S. Vriumph and H.M.S. Usk claiming a declaratior 4 e a person is bound by recognizance to prosecute a person 
that under the Order in Council of 2nd March, 1915, which pu ‘ s not committed for trial the following condition to prosecut« 
provisions of tion 42 of the Na Prize Act, 1864, they ! be used :—‘* The condition of the within written recogniza 
were led to pr bounty amounting to £6,000 for having that whereas one A.B. was this day charged before me J.S 
present a he ruction o 1e Austrian cruiser, The Aaiserin Eliza- tice of th peace within mentioned, for that (ete. as i tne 
bet wn é | German its which were in the harbour at f the depositi ns), and whereas I the said J.S. just 
Psingt as submitted by the Procurator-General that the Act of t we have refused to commit the said / . for trial the 
| 


| erat nthe 
eit} 

§ 

I< 


i 
1 purely naval character, an ! forthwith apply to a Judge of the High Court 


v-General or the Solicitor-General for consent to pres 

lictment, and if such consent shall not be obtained the said 
in the course of his judgment, after stating ecognizance shall be void and if such consent shall be obtained 
he said C.D. shail appear at ghe next Court of Over a 
f the rminer or general gaol delivery (or at the next general quarter 


only applied where the operations were o 
did not ipply to Cases of joint operations by the military and nava 
forces of the Crown 

Sir Samvert Evans, P 
the facts, said: In the early part of the war the German fortress ot 


Tsingtau was reduced by joint operations on land and sea of 
Japanese and the British military and naval forces. During the siege 8 of the peace) to be hoklen in aad for the (County) o 
certain German men-of-wat torpedo boats and gunboats were sheltering | * and there present or cause to be presented an indictment 
in the harbour There they were completely blockaded, and before th t tid offence against the said A.B. and there also duly prose 
surrender of the fortress they were fired upon from land and sea and | such ictment then the said recognizance to be void or else st 
destroyed. There were 1,200 in all on board nd £5 a head prize l' force and virtue.”’ 
bx unty vas claimed In the case of La Bellone 1818. 2 Dods. 243 a i euch person is bound to prosecute and give evid 
case which arose in relation to an enemy ship captured in Port Louis he last form to the asterisk and then thus: “‘ and 
upon the capitulation of the Isle of France, after a blockade by the event or cause to be pr sented an indictment against the 
land and sea forces of Great Britain, Sir Willicm Scott said The | for the offence aforesaid and duly prosecute such indictm 
grant in the whole of its extent relates to naval capture only. Where it | and give evidence thereon then the aaid recognizance to be 
is not purely naval the statute (45 Geo. 3, c. 72, s. 5) has thought fit to be to stand in full force and virtue.”’ 
silent, and it is not for this Court to introduce a different description of | 3. The forms in the schedule to 11 and 12 Vic. c. 42 (The Indi 
service into a grant where it is not.’’ There is no essential difference uble Offences Act, 1848) shall for the purposes of the Act be 
in this respect in the enactment now in force and that which was applied cient and all the necessary alterations therein shall be deemed 
in the authority quoted. The provisions as to prize bounty contained have been made, 2 
in the Naval Prize Act, 1864, were enacted when the decision in La An indictment shal] be deemed to be presented at the sitting 
Bellone stood as the last word of the English Prize Court upor t the Court or at any later time by the leave of the Court. 
subject and must be read with reference to the law as then pronounce 5 In place of Rule 1 (5) of the First Schedule to the Indict 
The Court is not called upon to consider whether the fact that thie aeute i ons » fol . en all sie shes 
. ‘ ents t, 1915, the following rule shal! have effect, tha 
Japanese naval and military forces took a leading part in the operations sv. there shall be endorsed upon every indictment presented 
affects the legal question. Even if British forces alone had carried out hgh a “ al _ "Edie a te canine 
- ; the Act the name of every witness intended to be examined 
the perati ns resulting in the destruction of the enemy ships, I am of behalf of the prosecution in support of the indictment. 
opinion that, as their destruction was not brought about by naval action 3: ; ; 
eae, prize bounty is not payable, and accordingly this application must . These Rules may be cited as the Grand Juries (Susper 
be dismissed Counsel, Commander Maxwell Anderson, R.N.; Pearce Act, 1917, Ruces 
Bigging Sovicttors, Arthur Tyler, for Stilwell & Sons, Navy and Dated the 24th of May, 1917. 
rize Agenta; The Treasury Solicitor. . (Sd.) Reapinc. C.J 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister at-Lew.] Horace E. Avory 
Ropert Waa 
H. STEPHEN 
The Archbishop of Canterbury and Mr. Justice Coleridge will sit Ricnarp D. Muir 
in the King s Ben é n on Sth June as a (ourt, constituted under W. B. PROSSER 
the Benefices Act, 1 o hear the case of P’ce and the Bishon of Hereert Avstin 
Oxford Act provides for such a tribunal] as a Court of | Approved 
Appeal fre » decision of a Bishoy Finvay, C. 


f 
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Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1905. 
RULES 


The Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1917, dated 24th May, 1917 
These Rules may be cited as the Workmen's { ompensation Rules, 
1917, or each Rule may be cited as if it had been one of the C 


1I 


n 
solidated Workmen's Compensation Rules, ib13 herein called the 
principal Rules), and had been numbered therein by the number placed 
in the margin opposite such Rule 

These Rules shall come into operation on the Lith day of June, one 
thousand nine hundred and seventeen 


Investment of Money pe dsoant ( irt 


1. ule 65a Voney paid fo Court, how to ested Any sum 
h under the first Schedule to the Act and these Rules is ordered 
be invested may be so invested 
(1) In the Post Office Savings Bank or in the purchase of an 
annuity im accordance with paragraphs 10 and 11 of the said 
Schedule : oO 
2) In any of the following Government Stocks, viz Two and 
a half per cent. Consolidated Stock; Two and three quarters per 
cent. annuities : Two and a half per cent. annuities : or War Loan 
Inscribed Stocks : any such investment to be made in the name of 
the registrar of the court through the Post Office Savings Bank; or 
3) With the consent of the Treasurv, but not otherwise, in anv 
stocks, funds, or securities (other than mortgage f freehold 


copyhold, or leasehold estates) in which cash under the control or 

subject to the orders of the High Court may be invested, any such 

investment to be made in the names of the registrar and the 

uperintendent of the County Courts Department of the Treasury ; 

and no such sum shall be invested otherwise than in accordance with 

this Rule 

Transfer of Money pa 1 into Court 

> feule 91 (3 Tiranster of Investments 
shall be added to Rule 91 of the prin ipal Rules, viz 

(3) Where any money invested otherwise than in the Post Office 

Savings Bank is ordered to be transferred from one court to another, 


the investments representing the same shall be transferred from the | 


name or names in which they stand into the name of the reg 
»f such other court through the Post Office Savings Bank, or into 
the names of such registrar and the Superintendent of the County 
Courts Department of the Treasury, as the case may be. 
We hereby submit these Rules to the Lord Chancellor 
(Signed) Ww. L. SELFE. 
: R. Woopra.t. 
T. C. GRANGER. 
H. Tinpat ATKINSON 
Watwortu H. Roserts 
I allow these Rules, 


(Signed) Frnvay, C 
Che 24th day of May, 1917. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 
' 


The following paragraph | 


gistrar | 





Che London Gazette of 25th May contains the following : 
1. An Order in Council, dated 25th May, varying the Statutory List | 
under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of Powers) Act, 1916. | 
Additions are made as follows :—Argentina, Paraguay and Uruguay | 
(4): Bolivia (1); Brazil (8); Chile (17); Greece (1); Netherlands (11); 

Netherland East Indies (5) ; Norway (2); Peru (5); Spain (13); Sweden | 
(7); Venezuela (3). There are also a number of removals from and 
variations in the list, and the usual notices are appended (ante, p. 322) 
A list, consolidating all previous lists, was published on the 27th April, 
1917 (The Consolidating List No. 25a); which, together with List 
No. 26 of 11th May (ante, p. 480), and the present list, contains all the 
names which up to this date are included in the Statutory List. 


) 


2. The translation of a Royal Decree (Italian), dated 29th March last, 
and published in the Italian Official Gazette of 27th April, relating to 
goods or enemy ships in Italian ports. 


5. An Admiralty Notice, dated 22nd May (printed below), as to the 
observance of Admiralty War Instructions by British merchant ships. 
+. An Admiralty Order, dated 22nd May (printed below), as to ships’ 
lights ‘ 

5. An Admiralty Order, dated 21st May (printed below), 
satety of airship stations. 

f 


as to the 


_6. A Notice that the following Order has been made by the Food 
( ontroller :—The Beans, Peas and Pulse (Requisition) Order, 16th May, 
1917 (printed below). 
The London Gazette of 29th May contains the following : 
7A es Office (Foreign Trade Department) Notice, dated 29th 
May, 1917, that additions or corrections have been made to the list 
published as a supplement to the London Gazette of 16th February, 
of persons to whom articles to be exported to China may be cor 


4} 


Signed 





1all be deemed to be notice of their contents to all per 


A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of [rade under 


the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring three 
be wound up, bringing the total to 451 


Munitions Order, dated 29th May (printed below), 


sulphuric acid 


uncil Order, dated 24th May (printed below), as to 


ssbred wool and tops, et 


Collisions at Sea and War Instructions, 


ADMIRALTY ORDER 


the powers nferred upon them by Regulation 37 of 
Realm Regulations and other powers thereunto 
Lords Commissioners of t Admiralty hereby make 


iined in Admiralty War Instructions fot British 
il 


in any instructions or advice, confidential or other 
n to Masters of vessels by British or Allied Naval 
duly authorised Officers or Officia as to routes 


thier precautions to be observed to avoid capture or 


enemy, are to be observed even when they are in 


is of the Regulations for preventing Collisions 
vessel bserving such regulations, instructions or 
be deemed to be taking measures to meet “ special circum 


ed 


within the meaning of Article 27 of the Regulations for pre 
Collisions at Sea 


hands this 22nd day of May, 1917 
Cect. BurRNEY 
LIONEI HALSEY 


Ships’ Lights. 


ADMIRALTY ORDER 


he powers confe red pon them by t Defence f 

ons and a!! other vers thereunto enabling them : 
ne f the Admiralty hereby make the follawing : 

N ] interns ire t bD mp ve | 

I rma; i f all a hor inter s to 

er ent 

s are t fitted h overhead screens, so arranged 
t ata ingle f between 20 and 25 degrees above 

screens b viewed at the Board { Trade Su 


“at Leith, North Shields, Hull, London, Plymouth, 


Clasgow and Dublin 


Masthead Steaming / ght Vessels in estuames, har 
and channels. where navigatso n the dark hours 
not to empioy elect vilv-iit 


A with the exception of those vessels espe ally mentioned 


No light, either aloft, on deck r below, except those 
\ { tions : 


imiraltY Confidentia I u uid 1 a 
1uthorised y | gpu % are to be } tted 
board This applic to Vv st ‘ é le ya 
der a s to verseis every +2 pt ‘ i 
le Vvesse mentioned in the succes ry i 


United Kingdom, 


carrying volatile oil or spirits in bulk are, notwithstand 
orders, to exhibit n lieu of oil lam] e'ectrically-st 
lanterns not exceeding in brilliancy 50 per cent. of the brilliancy of the 


Order as to Ships’ Lights dated 14th October, 1916 


iands this 22nd day of May, 1917 


Cro, Burney 
LioneL HaALseEy, 


Naval Airship Stations. 
FOR SECURING THE SAFETY OF AIRSHIP STATIONS CONTROLLED 
AND UNDER THE CHARGE OF THE ADMIRALTY 


the powers ¢ nferred by Regulation 35, of the 
Ream Reguiations the Lorda Comm a of p 
make the following rules 
These rules shall apply to every per emploved 
Station, and sha have effect over e whole a 4 
ept only such areas or buildings (if any) as are ex 
pressly excepted by the order of the Officer in charge of the Station. The 
. ' onspicuou ‘ t ihe entrance t the Stat 


sons conc erned, 
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| al i Station except 
‘ j Of : ~ att, 
Ru 
N r have in his posse 
Pe | 
} } >, s 
Ru 
1 M Ligh ‘ ‘ dawn 
| | th 
t t rar amy 
- < 
N l } i M4 i <l 
I | \ Ma 
‘ \ » i 
Ot ~ ’ 
: ] 
P ? 
Pp 
‘ hall 
" , S 
\ yu 
) la Regula 
! wiime vitl or 
} montne ts i 
| LH OK 
{ ond la Ma l 
GopFREY Patni 
ERNEST G. PRETYMAN 
Food Order. 
The Beans, Peas and Pulse (Requisition) 
Order, 1917. 
Ir xe? \ the | d Controller hereby orders as follows 
l. Reg ,of B Pe F All persons owning or 
ha | f any be pea r pulse suitable for 
} } ] the I 1K | hich shal 
he } ! and d I bee! 
' dy ir e] ha 
| « i di sa f the Food 
( 
) | i | take! r | t} 
I ( t i I i Controller 
| r wh will be 
ne ] } { 
/ a ( Kx | ! ‘ letermined by tine 
I i ( < | " t nade by the i 
mut tor tl 1 ny 
bea ye a t i Order are 1, and 
. and l, ‘ j | i] ' to 
br ra 
I ! t ‘ \vreement 
t! ! al ned | this Order 
] In | i I i { } I a 
/ j i’ } t} ! . ha on or 
be t} \l | r irni ! ( ! Wheat 
Su Ir H \\ P W.1, full particulars of 
i Dew | i} ‘ Ord 
( Deny r} Order sl | pew i pul 
i t i be mported t [ 1 Kur | t mer 
t | | | t Bu " | | take | } 
I 1 ¢ ! le Order hat lated let M 1917 
i l 0 ' bye 1 | ws, Pe 1 Pu 
(R 0 r. 1917 
Dy PORT, 
Food Cont . 
16th M 191 
Sulphuric Acid Order. 
Ministry of Munitions of W 
29th May, 1917 
The Minister f Munitions, in exe & hereby orders as 
follows 
1. R V t No] shall as on and from the 
lith June, 1917, until further not nanufacture Sulphuric Acid 


} 
| 
| 
| 


| 


























except under a licence issued by or under the authority of the Minister 
if Munition ind in accordance with the terms and conditions of su 
e quantities to be manufactured or otherwise 
Post a No person manufacturing Sulphuri Acid 
sha ind from the 11th June, 1917, until further notice 
du I lendar month more than ten tons in all of 95 per 
Si \ its equivalent in acid of other strengths) f th 
purp ther nufactures, trades and businesses carried 
him and swccordance with the terms and cor 
| of a wed by r under the authority of the Ministe 
Muni 
S pply No person shall as on and from tl 
f the date of t Order until further notice supply Sulpl 
Acid (includ Waste Sulphuric Acid) to any person except 
ind , rd e with the terms and conditions of a licence iss 
I ler the authorit f the Minister of Munitions. Provided that 
nee shall be required t ipply not more than 56 lbs. of 95 per 
| Sulj Acid it livalent in acid of other strengths) t 
| per luris in) ne lendar month And provided also that 
} Sulpl Acid supplied subsequently the date of this Ord: 
| pu t ritter i tions or requests given or made by ! 
| be tl \iniste f Munitions previously to the date a 
1 Or unless and until such written directions or request 
u | ! thd be deemed to have been supplied und 
1 under tl ithority of the Minister of Munitior ‘ 
t} this Ord 
| V ~P \s on and from the date of this Order 
| furtl { ! ma turer of Sulphuric Acid or Agent of 
} 1 ma ita iret ha ve or receive In payment for at Sulf 
Acid supplied by or through him a price exceeding the maximur Y I 
1 1 the schedule to this Order for Sulphuric Acid 
| ce pt ind strength supplied. Provided that the maximum prices 
specified in the schedule hereto shall not apy ly to l 
Sulphuri Acid supplied to persons outside t I 0 
Kingdom under export licences d 
h) Sulphuric Acid manufactured outside the United Ki: p 
| Sulphur Acid made wholly from Brimstone ( 
Sulphuric Acid specially purified for Laboratory pur} I 
Petur All persons engaged n producing, manutact y 
| selling, distributing or storin Sulphuric Acid (including Waste Acid C 
| or in any manufacture, trade ot business in which the same ‘ 
| st ma such returns with regard to their businesses as n 
| tinne to time be required by or under the authority of the Mir 
| of Munitions 
6. Definition For the purpose of this Order the expr 
| phuri Acid shall include Sulphuric Acid of all strengtl uy 0 
| per nt. H.SO., but shall not include acid containing free SO ee! 
| mon alled Oleum or fuming Sulphuric Acid sul 
Not! All applicati » reference to this Order (including me 
itior for icences hould be addressed to the Director \ i the 
upplie Ministry of Munitions, Department of Explosives S out 
tor s Cate, Westminster, S.W pla 
Schedule of Maxtmum Prices.) po 
ap} 
the 
Crossbred Wool and Tops, &c. - 
ARMY COUNCIL ORDER 
War Off 
24th May 
In pursuar «& the Army Council hereby order ae follow 1 
1 a trict . Wanufacture of Cro }, 1 Wool No perso mal 
after tl llth day of Ju 1917, put into manufacture any C ed b. 
Wi mported or t be 1 nported into the United Kingde m or al ps in 
produced or to be 1 juced therefrom otherwise than a 
i) For the purpose of performing work of national im} n 
( iss _ as defined in the Orde the Army Council d I me 
14t lay of April, 1917, or pul 
for the purpose of performing work certified to | Thi 
it i rtance, Class B, iuny District Priorit 
te ithorised hereinafter pr ded in that behalf 
Director of Army Contracts; or 
inder permit sued by or on behalf of the Director y Q. 
Contracts He. 
> Peatrict Vanufacture of Merino Wool No pe! Gla 
ifter the 2nd day of July, 1917, put into manufacture any meri Wi 
mported or to be imported into the United Kingdom, or ar carg 
dl 1 or to be produced therefrom otherwise than 
For tl purpose of performin work of national im] € 
Class a.” is defined in the Order of the Army Cour ! 
the 14th day of April, 1917; or I 
b) For the purpose of performing work certified to be I ce 
nat il importance, Class B,”’ by any District Priority | a 
mittee authorized as hereinafter provided in that bel ™“ 
Director of Army Contracts; or ws 
Under permit issued by or on behalf of the Director \ M 
Contracts Tow] 
3. Requiring of Particulars.|\—For the purposes of this Order the Gros 
Director of Army Contracts may authorize any Dietrict Priority Vom 
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mittee to require any particulars as to the business ef any person 
engaged in the sale or manufacture of woollen or worsted goods, and 
to issue certificates and permits on his behalf 


1 Reduction of Hours of wor n We ng Factories In any 
textile factory, the business carried on 1 hich ¢ sts lly .or 
partly in the production or manufacture of woollen or wW ted goods, 
7m 


eekly hours of rk on Weavil shall, exce pt under permit issue 1 


r on behalf of the Director of Army Contracts, be reduced after 
t 30th day of May, 1917, to a figure 20 per nt le s than the average 
weekly hours of work on weaving factory during the month of 
M h, 1917, provided that wher ich average amounted to 55} hours, 
t veekly hours of work on weaving as aforesaid shall be reduced to 
45 hours ; 
Reduction of Hours of W k in Worsted Yar Spinning Factores 
In any textile factory, the business carried on in which consists 
y or partly in the spinnit y of rsted yarn, the weekly hours of 


“ rk on spinning shall, except under permit issued by or on behalf of 
the Director of Army Contracts, be reduced after the 13th day of June, 


1917, to a figure 20 per cent. less than the average weekly hours of work | 


on spinning in such factory during the month of March, 1917, provided 


that where such average amounted to 55} hours, the weekly hours of 


work on spinning as aforesaid shall be reduced to 45 hours 

6. Reduction of Hours of Work in W 
In any textile factory the business carried on in which consists wholly 
or} artly in the spinning of any other yarn whereof wool is a constituent 


al Yarn Spinning Factoru 


part, the weekly hours of work on spinning shall, except under permit | 


issued by or on behalf of the Director of Army Contracts, be reduced 
after the 30th day of May, 1917, to a figure 15 per cent. less 


average weekly hours of work on spinning in such factory during the 
month of March, 1917 

7. In any textile factory the business carried on in which consists 
ly or partly in the production or manufacture of Hosiery, no 
ye n shall, except under permit issu “cl *y or on be half of the Director 
of Army Contracts, put into manufacture i ny week after the 30t) 
da f May, 1917, a quantity of yarn, whereof wool forms a constituent 
part, exceeding a quantity 30 per cent. less than the average quantity 


nsumed weekly in such factory during the mont} of January 
February and March, 1917, such quantity to be estimated in lbs. weight 


Uitle.|\—This Order may be cited as the Wool (Restriction of 


Consumption) Order, 1917 
By Order of the Army Council 
R. H. Brapt 


" : , : 
New Lighting Order. 

With a view to checking the consumption of gas and electricity for 
eertain forms of unnecessary lighting the Home Secretary, after con 
sultation with the Coal Controller, has made an Order (The Advertise 
ment Lights Order, No. 478, dated 22nd May) prohibiting altogether 
the use of sky signs and other illuminated advertisements, and lights 
outside or at the entrances to shops or theatres, cinemas, and other 
places of amusement, excepting such as may have been approved by the 
police as necessary for the safety of the public The prohibition 
applies at all hours, before or after dark. The Order also prohibits 
the retention of the interior lighting of shop windows after the shops 
are closed for the serving of customers 


War Office Payments for Injury. 


The Secretary of the War Office makes the following announce 


ment **An Army Council instruction was recently issued notifying a 
ruling that continued payment of compensation for injury should not 
be de to any man who had undertaken military service in some 
form or other without reference to the authoriti This instruction 
was distributed to Army establishments only, a d applies only to pay 
ments made by the War Office to men injured while in civil employ 
Ment under the War Departmen It ha however, received a wider 
publication, and has been inte preted as referring to workmen generally 
lhis is incorrect.” , 
Control of Coastwise Shipping. | 
Sir Joseph Maclay, the Shipping Controller, has ippointed Mr 
Hector M. Macneal, of Messrs. Mann & Macneal & Co., shipowners, 
Glas w, to take over control of the coastwis« ship} ing \ir. Macneal 
Wil tranship cargoes from large liners reaching Britis} ports with | 
cargoes for other destinations. 


Cured tish Committee. | 


L 1 Dev port ip} nted the following committe to acquire 
Cont sud distribute stocks of cured fish, whether home cured 
imported, and to take such steps as may be advisable to increase thi 
imports of fish for the British markets -—NSir Alfred Hopkinson, K.C 
(chairman), Mr. H. G. Maurice. ¢ L., Paymaster D. T. Jones, R.N.R., | 
Mr. W. D. Johnston, Mr T Robinson, Mr. P. J. G. Rose, Mr. Arthur 
Towle Secretary, Mr. R. A. C. Cholmeley, Ministry of Food, 
Grosvenor House, W. 1. : ; 


than the | 


Societies. 
The Law Society, 
NOTICE. 
Phe eral meeting of the members of the Law Society will 
be held Hall of the Society on Friday, the 6th day of July next, 
I e names of the members of the Council retiring 
t \l Ball. Mr. Dibdin, Mr. Gibson, Mr. Goddard, Mr 
Morton, M Nesbitt, Mr. Peake, Mr. Sharpe, Sir W. Trower, Mr. 
Valt So far as is kr will be nominated for re-election. 
Tr} re tw { 1 4 cies sused by the retirement of Mr. 
f Sir H }. Johnson 
By order, 
E. R. Cook, Secretary 
Law Society’s Hall, 31st May, 1917 


The Law Association. 


Phe 100th ar | veneral court of the Law Association, for the benefit 


widows and families of solicitors in the metropolis and vicinity, was 
eld Wednesday at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, Mr. A, E. 
P um | 1 
rt} lire rs, in tl report, stated that the funded property of the 
it ided £16,300 of £5 per cent. War Stock. During the 
vear the board distributed £670 among thirte: members’ cases aad 
L902 If mong forty-two nou-members’ cases he association had 
ittained its hundredth anniversary, but @ny celebration would be 
} d until after the ir. Since the formation of the association in 
1817 ¢t elief granted to membe and their faamilie had amounted 
to & 773 17 10d Tr non-members and their families £25,297 
dd 1 1 grand a] £111,071 14s. 7d 


Society of Incorporated Accounts and Auditors. 


Thy { yet anny ne this society was held at Salisbury { 
He Lo I E.C ol i ada 17th May, the president (Mr i 
Art} E. Woodingt n the chair The report of the council shewed | 

at o yl Decem be 1916, the s ety’s roll contained the names of 
> 8300 men 1) bine eal eV menmubers fell in action. two 
were awarded t D.S.0.. towo t Military Cross, and one the Mer 
tol Staff Service Med he society's gold medal for the best 


RE OOS So, 


THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 
GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON 


CHILDREN OF TO-DAY 


are the 


CITIZENS OF TO-MORROW. 


HE need for greater effort to counterbalance 
the drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Nation, by saving infant life for the future welfare of 
the British Empire compels the Committee of The 
Hospital for Sick Children, Great Ormond-street, 
London, to plead most earnestly for increased 
support for the National work this Hospital is 
performing in the preservation of child lite 
The children of the Nation can truthfully be said 
to be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet 
the mortality among babies is still appalling, while 
the birthrate is slowly but surely de lining. 
Fok over 60 years this Hospital has been the 
means of saving or restoring the lives and 
health of hundreds of thousands of Children, and 
of instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
after their children 
£5,000 has to be raised immediately 


to keep the Hospital out of debt. 


Forms of Gift by Wiil to this Hospital can be 
obtained on application to— ; 


JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretary. 
A TTL LT Sa Re TE TS 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FI 
Capital Stock 
Debenture Stock 


REVERSIONS PURCHASED. AD 


ESTABLISHED 18653. 


ELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


£400,000 
£331,130 


E THEREON. 


VANCES MAD 


Forms ef Prepesal and full information ean be obtained at the Society's Ofies 


G. H. MAYNE, Seeretary, 








from 
the yeal ended the 


racts 


/ | ittee regret to ha to record the death 
1 Edward D Windsor the 13th March, 191¢ 
re ind so the dea in a n of Mr. Fred 
! Dea Bracks hicl irred on 15th Septemb« 
I ) it the time of his death was serving as a pri 
( s Rifl is the son of Mr. R. C. Deane, of Crowtl 
Der la ibe f the firm of Wilson and Deane, of Bra 
1) pa ur » members of the society have (as above 
three new members have joined the society. 1 
nem be it the end the iety’s year was 1] 
fer ne : d 
fH] With a vi » have a permanent record of 
i a I ea ! ! clety 8 area who were serv 
H | i t present war, the committee, soon 
' tiliti decided to establish a Ro 
H tainil nal idadre and military rank of 
practising in any of the three counti 
| | nd ¢ t ther ith similar particulars in re 
ed il ho is articled to a solicitor ' 
! ft he nentioned three counties The secretary 
i s lifficu in obtaining the necessary u 
n, | ! is | has been able to ascertain are 
l ] mmit vill be very glad if me 
i i | \ i tal ith the re juired particulars in 
he licitor nd articled clerks whose names should be lded 
‘ [t ith sir regret that the committee have to record 
| y e date of the last report of 2nd Lieut. Art 
) B Lei Regiment, son of Mr. Joseph Bliss, of Hig! 
\\ ! 1 Lieu 1) ald Clarke Roy il Flying Corps, son ¢ Ir 
Art ) h Cla High Wycombe; Captain Lionel Wi n 
( wl B Batt., Oxford and Bucks Light Infantry son Mi 
m ' , of Aylesbury ; Captain Raymond George Attrid f 
s H Read vho was mentioned in Despatches ; Lieuter t 
( H 1 Und | Hatton Thorne, of Shire Hall, Reading; and 
I Fred k Lk ! Deane, of Bracknell 
Weal I President, shortly before the date of the last 
ting t t u 1 upor the Law Society t if 
! 1 le ation ith a view to make se¢ 
\\ Act, J Py to real estate exactly in the same uy 
ut ap] personal estate The Law Society, however, 
| t ection in question should be so amended 
j d il I are over the age of tw é 
4 d real t ' a written or nuncupati i 
| | f liers o1 who are minors should bé 
| i t r real estate in a similar manner. This t 
nt | meetis resolved that section 11 of the Wil \ct, 
| it led as to make it apply to real as well as pe ial 
i tht I Ving i! s case has recently ariseTi show 
eration in the Members will remem) 
I l Estates Act, 1890, in cases in which a m dies 
" lo but 1 nd the net ilue of ea 
i dl not « ed £500, such real and } ‘ 
t t I I olutel It imilat é vhers f 
1 ye ' tat of tl ntestats x A 
! t t t an t upon the re and } 
te idition to | other interests The I J 
j \ L8o has been } i not to apply to ist i 
See / / ya Estate, Twigg v. Black (1892, 1 | ig 
\ r. havir " ind no is and vning real estate r the 
} £400 and 1 . il estate t the alue of about £ 
] ervthing to his wife As he did ! 
l t I pury of the Intestates’ Estates Act, and tr 
i 1 | real estate, the result w that the wife t 
tate and d er in the real estate, so that the 
é vthing to the wife vas to deprive het 
t real estate except dows The case was tal 
( estershire and Wiltshire Incorporated Law  Societ I 
t it before tl Law Society, where the matter rece! 
s T i President vho was added to the Parliament ary Von 
the purpose of dealin vith it The President has | i an 
1 th retary of the Lord Chancellor who, it | 
noses to introduce a short Bill making section 11 of the Wills 
Act to real estate in exactly the same way as it at present a} es 
to personal estate The matter seems to afford an opportunity [or 
t . step in the direction of assimilating the law of real estate th 
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that of personalty, which has for a long time been advocated by the 
Law Society. 


Costs on Default Summonses The question of the costs allowed in Obituar y. 


the Reading County Court to plaintiffs entering judgment without trial 
upon a default summons for a sum exceeding £10 when the defendant 
has filed notice of intention to defend, which question was discussed Qui ante diem perilt, 
at the last annual general meeting, was energetically taken up by the : . ai 

committee. Communications Were received trom Liverpool, Seietuione Sed miles, ‘sed pro patria. 
ham, Nottingham, Sheffield and Gloucester, and also from the La 

Society, to the effect that the practice in the Reading court differed 














from the practice elsewhere A communication to a similar effect wa Major John \\ e Richardson. 
also received from the president of the Association of County Court a 
Registrars. As the result of the action of the Committee the practice Major Jotun Watson Ricnarpson, York and Lancaster Regiment, 
in the Reading County Court has now been altered | eported missing and wounded, now known to have been 
Berks Appeal Tribunal.—So many complaints were received by the B08 : aga A pati. Mr. 8. G. Richardson, of Stone 
secretary, both from members and non-members (including a complaint grove, one “h i, was | nl , and educated at Charterhouse and 
from London), with reference to the attitude adopted by this tribunal : by Volk Cambridge, where he took his degree in law He wae 
towards applicants that the matter was considered by the committee | "Meh articted | Mr. H. B. Sandte rd, of the firm of Rodgers & Co., 
who unanimously resolved ;—(1) *‘ That in the opinion of the committe: itors, Sheffield, and idmitted a solicitor in 1906, in which year 
of this society, the members of which have an intimate knowledges f he joined Mr. T. Walker Hall in the firm of Sorby, Hall, & Richardson 
the proceedings of the appeal tribunals for Berks, Bucks, Oxon and I 1910 Mr. Hall retired from practice, and Major Richardson entered 
the adjacent counties, the Appeal Tribunal for the county of Berks, by | M0 Partuership witt his brother-in-law, Mr. Samuel Roberts, jun As 
want of local knowledge, lack of discrimination and constant reversal { 500" 48 the war broke out Mr, Richardson joined the Army, and in 
or variation in favour of the military of the decisions of the local less than four months was promoted captain, while in July, 1916, he 
tribunals, is inflicting quite unfair and unnecessary suffering and los vas gazetted major. He wa keenly interested in Rugby football, and 
throughout the county, and is, in some localities, causing an avoidabl for some years was secretary of the Sheffield Rugby Football Club. 
increase in the cost of, and difficulty in obtaining the necessaries of He . me f the founders of the Cavendish Association Major 
life.”’ (2) ‘‘ That the committee as the result of numerous and re peated R hard narried the only daughter of Mr. Samuel Roberts, M.P. 
complaints from practically all parts of the county are satisfied that | @™ leaves two sons 
the Appeal Tribunal for the county of Berks lacks the confidence of the 
district, which view is supported by the fact that no complaint of a : 
kind has been received by the society in respect of any other tribunal . . ) 
(3) “That in framing the foregoing resolutions the committee hav ( aptain Herbert M. B, Lawford, 
fully recognised not only the urgent need for men for military service, | ( tain Hensenr Martix Bensox Lawrorp, R Pisatit ens , 
but also the fact that the number of voluntarily attested men from the | —" mpeg a olllagg “gg Rs epoca he eee wage ee 
t bee A i | ported missing on 7th October, 1916, and now reported killed in action 
county of Berks has been exceptionally large,’ and (4 that copies of mage Oe ie para lay Hhagap \ Vl \l “ee staal 
these resolutions be forwarded by the secretary to the Local Government | Tr es al oe pete ir. and Mrs ringed yeoags agen 
Board, the Appeal Tribunal for the county of Berks and such of the 4 Bee , an \\ te ——s oie jhe oR ng ys a = ae “ma aod 
local tribunals as the president shall direct It is understood that | SCUC#C® a ese pealhr 1 Oniel aga. ales wee oe 
the number of the tribunal has now been increased by the Local Govern " . rf , - all, and practise Pe — wert He = sined > oo 
ment Board, who have added a gentleman with business experience mission in the Royal | a oe ee Sees oS Oe, ee be 
moted captain in June, 1915 After nine months ervice at the front 
National Service.—The question of offering guidance to members upon he was wounded, in March, 1916, and returned to the front at the 
the question of national service was considered by the committee, who he ining of Septembe 


unanimously resolved that the matter was one which should be left to 
members to decide individually and upon which no general rule could 
be laid down. 

Lord Chancellor's Committe on County Court The society have 
been requested by the chairman of this committee to communicate to the 
secretary of the committee any suggestions which the society may 
desire to make as to : 


(1) The more convenient arrangement of the county court circuits 
in the locality from the point of view of facility of administra W WH ITE EY TD 
tion by the Judge, the convenience of practitioners, and the a ‘ ® 
saving of time and money in locomotion 


The arrangement or composition of the districts in the circuit . 
to the AUCTIONEERS, 


and the relations of places comprised in them court 


centres, W h spec al egard © convenience of access by suitors _ . 
ee ee cage gp Fang EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


to the court centre and the choice of centres to which the 
population would naturally resort. 











mS 


The committee have the matter under consideration and will be very 
glad if members will communicate to the secretary of the society any QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W, 2. 


suggestions which: may occur te them 
Solicitors (Qualification of Women) sil.—On consideration of this ae a 
Bill the committee unanimously resolved ‘‘ That in the opinion of the 
committee of this society it is most dnopportune and unfair at the 
present time that this Bill, which is probably of greater importance to VAL ATIONS PROBATE 
the junior members of the solicitors’ profession than to anyone else FOR ‘ 
should be proceeded with when the majority of such members ar 
absent from the country on military service, and consequently unable 
to express their opinion with reference to if The secret ry vas ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 
instructed to forward a copy of the resolution to every Member of Pat 
liament representing a constituency in the society's area and to expr 


17 


the hope that he would oppose the Bi 








} 1 


‘here follows a list of thirty-five solicitors and twelve articled clerk - . 
‘aa aie rem Pr atew ; > on “2 ere se a ing in H.M For ‘ “ AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 
VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 


‘rr ~ oi IN 
In the House of Commons, on the 23rd u Mr. G. Reberts, 1 


ing to a question by Mr, G.” Faber as to whether the charter and tv LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


deed of settlement of the British Trade Corporation were drawn 


settied by the Law Officers of t (Crewn, said that after the p« 

and draft prints of the charter a 1 deed of settlement had bee PHONE No. : PARK ONE (40 LiInkEs) lbp LEGRAMS : “WHITELEY, LONDON,’ 
lodged with the Privy Council by the petitioners they were referr 

to the Solicitor-General for his consideration upon questions | 

Sir H. Dalziel: Did the Solicitor-General give his approval to al! tl 

clauses and the artic'es, and can we have his opinion Mr. G. Robert 





Only questions of law were referred to him. As,I understand, a 
has to do is to determine matters of law—not of policy. 
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Legal News, 




















































North Land I corryln { ‘ ) 


charged with | un 


for two days Ma 
Ham pre 


Two vout ere ed & 
bina] last Ven ‘ \ ‘ teal 
loat forty hour All the 1 ' 
dr wet horema i l t 
walked vint vher t pies | en \ tl 
Marit ms who V tent ‘ , 
talked to the bovs in a fa , 
with them, but even this did apr to do a 
work wa being delaved 


Forthcoming Auctior. Sale 


page, May 19) 


June 14, 21, July 1 Messrs. DANIEL SMITH, OAKLE & G 
Freehold Estates, Ac. (see advertisement, back page, this week) 
June 27, 28.—Messrs. iumuert & FLINT: Two big EB tates at ¢ 


(respectively), at 2(see advertisement, page iil., this week) 


Court Papers. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 













Dissolution. 

The partnership (Whitford & Thory f Mr. C. E 
28, Budge-row, CGannon-street ith his 
called u , int an 
ford riness |} 

Wuirres & Co f the 
future under the style of Whit & ( 
General. 

Sir William Capel S ter j sail \ 
Isle of Thanet, Berkel I Hay H 
friars, Ef hairma f the Hon j . 
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June 12.—Mesers,. HAMPTON & Sons, at the Mart: Freeholds (# 


Changes in Partnerships. 
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oventry and Tamworth 


Supreme Court of Judicature 


EMERGENCY APPEAL CoURT Mr. Justice Mr. Justi 
Date. ROTA. No. 1. NEVILLE Eve 
Monday June 4 Mr. Synge Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer Mr. Leach 
Tuesday .... 6 Bloxam Synge Jolly Church 
Wednesday j.. 6 Borrer Bloxam Synge Farmer 
Thursday ° 7 Gokischmidt Borrer Bloxam Jol 
a sascce © Leach Goldschmidt Borrer ynge 
Saturday .... ° Church Leach Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Vr. Justice 
Date. SARGANT ASTBURY YouNGER, PETEKSUN 
Monday June 4 Mr. Church Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer Mr. Dloxam 
Tuesday » © Farmer Leach Goldschmidt borrer 
Wednewlay .. ( Jolly Church Leach Goldschmidt 
Tharsday .... 7 Synge Farmer Church Leach 
Wriday ...... “ Bloxam Jolly Farmer Church 
Saturday .... 9 Rorrer Synge Jolly Farmer 









Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANISS. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette.—F RIDAY, May 18. 


ASHROURNE HALL Hore, Lrp. (IN VoLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors who have 
ot lodged particulars of their claims with me, on or before June 1, will be excluded 
from participation in the final distribution, R. A. Smedley, Ashbourne, liquidator. 

HARGREAVES INVESTMENT Co, Ltd. Creditors are required, on or before June 9, to 
end their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Johan Robert Ecroyd, Market chmbrs, Accrington, liquidator. 

IMPERIAL MoTor INDUSTRIES, LTp.—Cr-ditors are required, onor before July 11, to 
sed t eir names and addre ses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Sydney 
t.eorge Cole, Gresham st, liquidator 

WINDERGILL MINING Co, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required 
on or before June 18, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or cleims, to Andrew Reed, St Nicholas chmbrs, Church st, Whitehaven, liqui- 
dator. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Lonion Gazette. —TUESDAY, May 22. 

HALIFAX & DisTRICT PERMANENT BANKING Co, LtD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION ) 
Creditors are req sired, on or before June 13, to send in their names and addre ses, 
with particulars of their debts or claim’, to Enoch H ll, Willow Hall, Halifax, liqui 
dator. 

SCHOLEPIELD STEAM SHIPPING Co, LTD.—Creditors are requeste1, on or before June 12, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their delits or claims, to 
Arthur Scholefield, 17, sandhill, Newcastle on Tyne, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, May 25. 


DAVISON’S FILM SALES Agency, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)—Creditors arc 
required, on or before June 30, to send their names and addr: sses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Henry Morgan, 62, Loudon Wall, liqui lator. 

W. G. Ikvine, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION )—Creditors are required, on or belore 
June 10, to send their names an! addresses, and the particulars of their claims, 
to Louis N las, 19, Castle st, Liverpool, liquidator. 

PARKLANGLEY GoLre CLos,Ltp. (In VoLuNTARY LiIguIDATION.’—Creditors are required 
forthwith, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims 
to Edwari Ernest Cockett, 100, Jermyn st, liquidator. 

SIEBERTS, LTD. —Creditors are required on'or before June 23, to send their names and 
uddresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charies William Rothwell, 
16, Park parade, Ashton under Lyne, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 29. 


BorToMLey, Printing & Co, Lip. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)—Creditors are 
required on or before Juve 11, to send thetr names and addresses with particulars 
of their debts or elaims, to Frank E Revell, New st, Huddersfield, liquidator. 

COLLEGE PARK WALLPAPER MANUFACTURING Co, LtTp.—Creditors are required, on or 
bef. re June 30, tosend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Robert James Ward, 2, Clement's in, Strand, liquidator. 

Hopss HILL Tin MINES, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 9, to send 
their »ames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Arthur J. Pegg, 34, Nicholas In, liquidator. 

INDUSTRIAL KAILWAYS Co, Ltp. —Creditors are required, on or before July 13, to sen! 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert Large, 
8, Arundel st, Strand, liquidator. 

KNIGHTS MANUFACTURING Co, LTp,--Creditors are required, on or before June 29, to send 
their names ani addresses, and the particulars of their debts or Claims, to Charlie 
Comins, 50, Cannon st, liquidator 

Tue PEOPLE'S PICTURE PLAYHOUSE (CLERKENWELL), Ltp.—Creditors are required, on 
or before June 26, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Charles George Morgan, 107, Cannon st, liquidator. 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette—FRIDAY, May Ys. 


M. tor Touring & Garage Co, Ltd, Michael Pal & Co, Ltd. 

Boddington’s (1.0.M.), Ltd. Alfred Stafford & Co (Netherton), Ltd. 
Wells Aviation Co, Ltd. Mexborough & District Water Co, Ltd. 
Leslie Pullar, Ltd. Rafino and Bahia Blanca Railway, Ltd. 
Graphotone Ce, Lt. London Wall Finance Cerporation, Ltd. 


London Gazette. TUESDAY, May 22. 


Golden Kopje Proprietary Mines Ltd, Petrolifer, Ltd. 
Parklangley Golf Club, Ltd. Thirsk Poor Man’s Union Corn Mill Co, Ltd 


London Gazette. —FRIDAY, May 25. 


Pickwick Café, Ltd. Tarporley Light Railway Co. 

Ebbw Vale Cinema, Ltd. High Speed Stamp Co, Ltd. 

M. Schwartz & Co, Ltd, Enfield & District Hotel & Tavern Co, Ltd. 
Collier Tyre Co, Ltd Midlands Billiard Room & Café, Ltd. 


Coffee Pot Café, Ltd. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 29. 


James Snelgrove & Co, Ltd. College Park Wallpaper Manufacturing 
Forest of Dean Empires, Ltd. Co, Ltd. 

Grimsby Moulding & Framing Co, Ltd. British Fez Manufacturing Co, | td. 

Hobbs Hill Tin Mines (1916) Ltd Rhy:-Jones, McTaggart & Bureh, Ltd. 


Indian A-L Portable Acetylene Co, Ltd. 





Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 


London Gazette. —TURSDAY, May 29. 

VoGELSANG & ZIMMERMANN, LTD., 12 & 13, Noble st.—Creditors are required, «n 0 

before July 11, to send by prepaid post, full particulars of their debts or claims to 
Mr. George Elder Levie, Finsbury pymt House, controller. 
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Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 
LASst DAY oF CLAIM 
London Gaette.—TUESDAY, May, 8 
GUSTARD, HENRY STAFFORD, Porthycarn, Usk, Mons June 7 Moron v. Gastard 
Sargant, J. Rowley, Gresham st 
MaRS, JOHN, Sandlehurst, Southampton June 21 Ne.ve & Co. (Limite!) v, Maran 
Astbury, J. Beach, Fordingbriige, Hants 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 11. 
MACARTNEY, SAMUEL ROBERT. Windmill st, Gravesend, Solicitor May v. Macirtney 
Astbury, J. Mitchell, Windmill st, Gravesend 


London Gazette—TOESDAY, “lay 29. 


LAWSON, ROBERTSON, Harley st, and London Wall, Chartered Accountant Jun 
Glanvill v. Lawson, Younger, J. Welsford, Aldermanbury 


MARLOw, HENRY, Watling st, and Bromiley, Kent, Warehonseman June27 MeDouza! 
and Another v. Marlew and Others, Eve, J. White, Bank buildings, Ludgat 
Circus 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—TURSDAY, May 15 
ABADIE, Eustace HENRY EGREMONT, Cadogan gdns June 15 Morray & Co, Birchin ly 


ATKINSON, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Manchester Jure 25 Nicholson & Martin, Newcastle 


upon Tyne 

BILOLIF¥E, THOMAS (also known as JOHN HARLAND), Smethwick June 6 J & J Clark 

Smethwick 

BOowN, FANNY, Southport May 31 Callis, Blackpool 

BRADLEY, REGINALD ERNEST, Choriton cum Hardy June 24 Boote & Dutton, Man 
chester 

BUCKLEY. GEORGE HENRY, Newmill, nr Huddersfield, Commission.Agent May 31 Armi 
tage & Co, Huddersfield 


CAMPBELL,  ermesraies Whitby, Yorks June 11 Hobson & MacMahon, Essex st 
Stran 

Cooper, RICHARD, Bristol, Dairyman June 2 Burges & Sloan, Bristol 

Coppin, GEORGE, Atherstone, Warwick May 31 Sale, Atherstone 

COWLE, CHARLOTTE, Cambridge June 25 Bates & Co, Ha erhill, 3uffolk 

CULSHAW, CHARLES JAMES, Aughton, Lancs, Cotton Dealer June 1, Roberts 
Liverpool 

DAVIDSON, ELIZABETH, Bury, Lancs June 14 Brown, Pury 

DAVIS, HARRY LILWALL, Montague ay, Brockley, Engineer June 21 Batchelor & 
Batchelor, London County and Westminster Bank chmbrs, Church st 
Greenwich 

DINHAM, WILLIAM HENRY, Manchester, Woollen Manufacturer May 31 Moon, Man 
chester 

DupLEY, KATE ABN, Birmingham June 30 Pointon, Birminzham 

Dunk, FRED, Barnsley, Builder June 25 Raley & Sons, Barnsley 

EaDy, HARRIETTE, Cambridge July 1 Eaden & Co, Cambri ige 

ELuyY, NORMAN WILLIAM, Batley, Yorks, Physician Junell Brearley & Sons, Batley 

EVANS, JANE EMILy TASKER, Broxbourne, Herts July 21 Gishby & Son, Ware, Herts 

EXLeY, HARRIOT THORNE, Bristol! June 36 Abbot & Uo, Bristol 

GRAHAM, GRORGE JACKSON, Heber rd, Cricklewood June 26 Fraser, Gresh m Honse, 
Old Broad st 

GRANGE, ELIZABETH, Harrow June18 Foyster & Co, Manchester 

GREEN, ELLEN ELIZABETH, Culmington rd, Ealing July 21 Gisby & Son, Ware Herts 

GREENE, Rose ELIZABETH, Titchfield, Hants June 15 Hunter & Haynes, New sy 

Lincoln's inn 

HARDY, EmMA, Stockport June 22 Green, Stockport 

HARRIS, JAMES, West Camborne, Cornwall June 20 Thomas, Camborne 

HARVKY, ALFRED WALLACE, Westcliff on Sea June 15 Hird & Thatcher, Adam st 
Strand 

HemMMinas, WILLIAM, Bristol, Butcher Juie9 Ward, Bristol 

Hv@HTon, James LUTHER, Lytham, Lancs, Cotton Manufacturer June 12 Booth, 
Oswaldtwistle 

INSTON, HARRIET, Birmingham Junel4 Price, Birmingham 

JRNNENS, SAMUEL, Oseney cres.Camden rd Junell E& J Mote, South aq, Gray's inn 

Jessop, JoserH, Huddersfield, Engineer May 31 Armitace & Co, Huddersfield 

JO :R8, Epwarp Bootn, Richmond, Surrey, Dealer in Antiques June 19 Berch & Co, 
Friars, Chester 

KETTERER, OTTO, Newcastle upon Tyne, Clockmaker June 24 Patrick & Co, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

LITCHFIELD, JosEPH, Holland Park av, Notting Hill June 14 Robinson & Blaber, Great 
Castle st 

LITTLEWOOD, THOMAS, Huddersfleld, Farmer May 31 Armitage & Co. Hu ‘dersfield 


MANTELL, CATHERINE ANN, Leamington Spa May 31 Timms, Swadlincote 
MERRICK, WILLIAM, Broad Street av, Solicitor Jane 30 Bremner & Co, Liverpool 
MONK, SARAH, Blackburn June 15 Cam) bell, Blackburn 

PaGeETT, | ¥, Stourbridge June 28 Johnson & Co, Birmingham 

PAKSON WALTER, Reading, Cora M rehant June 30 Brain & Brain, Realing 











PaxTON, Haney KENT, T orney ct, Palace gate June 24 Nicholl & Co, Howard at, 
Strand 

PEASE, EMMA, D neaster June 25 Raley & Sons, Barnsley 

PHILLIPS, GEORGE, Crowboro Sussex Janel0 Churchill & Co, Broad Street pl 

ROBERTS, MARGARET, Lambourn rd, Clapham June 12 Taylor & Co, Lavender hill 

Rost SAMURL, P uth, Contractor Jane ls lond & Pearce, Plymouth 

SCARPF, FREDERICK, Bexley Heath May 31 Jefferies & Co, Southend on Sea 

SEAGER, SOPHIA GRAINDORGE, Sidcup July 9 Sharman & Trethewy, Bedford 

SPOFPORTH, HARRIETTE ANNE, Leinster gdus, Hyde Park June 14 Mewburn & Co, 
Raymond bidgs, Gray's int 

SuUMMERSON, GEORGE, Newcistle upon Tyne, Grocer June 30 Bird & Sons, Newcastle 

m Tyne 

THor "Ai FR'°pD ReBBRT, Tu bridge Wells June19 Makinson & Co, Manchester 

luck, Esevezer, Bournemouth, Carpenter July 3 Hickey, Bournewouth 

WALT HENRY, Stockpor July 3 Farrar & Co, Manchester 

WICK VILLTAM GRORGE, Windsor June 12 Lovegrove & Durant, Windso 

WILLIAMS, WILLIAM, Denbigh, Asylum Attendant June 9 Jones & Co, Denbigh 

WILLIAMS, MARY, Denbich Junce9 Jones & Co, Denb gh 

Woop, JoHN Patrick HAMILTON, Boundary rd, Hampstead June 18 Leonard & 
Pilditch, Alderman’s House, Bishopsgate 


ZLATKO, LASCARIS CONSTANTINE, Manchester June 10 Payne & Co, Manchester 


London Gazette. —FRIDAY, May 18 


ABELL, JAMES JosupH, Hove June25 Hewlett & Clarke, Brizhton 
ASSER, SAMURL BAYLY VERNEY, Windlesham Juae 30 Kussel! & Co, Old Jewry chinbra 
ASTIN, LAWRENCE, Denton, Lancs, Grocer June 15 Chambers & Chambera, Denton, 


Lancs 
PANES, SAN AH, Essex st, Forest Gate June 20 White, High rd, Ilford 
BRAND, Hon THOMAS SEYMOUR, Lewes June 21 Currey & Co, Great George st 
BRIDGMAN, EDITH MARY, Bristol June lS Bartlett & Son, Bush In 


Cark, ERNEST WILLIAM STUART, York ter, High st,Clanham June 20 C€ o#, Derby 
CHAPMAN, MARY Poors, Leamington June 30 Sugden & Hextall, King st, Cheapsi le 


CLEGG, MARY ANN, Rastrick, Yorks June 19 Richardson, Brighouse 

COATS, GRoRGR, Lytham, Lancs, Physician June15 Serry, Manchester 

COMBER, Epwarp, W on super Mare Jane 30 Baker & Co, Weston sa er Mare 

EATWELL, Francrs, Lancaster rd, Notting Hill, Builder May 30 Hicks & Co, King at, 
Covent Ga: den 

Eyvtrs Eurny Sornuta Barnard Castle, Durham June21 Lat mer, Darlingt™ 

FELTON, ALBERT WILLIAM, Coopers row, Tower, Merchant June 10 JA&HE 
Farnf 1, Lower Thames at 

FRAN CAROLINE Lovisa, Rhos, Denbigh June 25 Powell & Co, Newtown, North 
Wa 

FRANK. JOHN South Ferriby, Lines, Brick Manufacturer June1l7 Ma o», Barton upon 
Hun r 

FULLICKS, ELIZABETH CHARI FE, Crowboreugh June 20 Mille & Morley, Lincoln's 
inn flelds 

GLASIBER, WILLIAM RICHARD Venter, Tunbridge Wells June 23 Tomlia & Dinwiddy, 
Old Burlington st 

GonrBy, CHARLOTTE, Warrenden rd, Tufnell Park June 25 Jennings, Kentish Town rd 

(LOODCHILD, STANLEY CKECIL, Cambridse gdns, Notting Hill June 30 Davenport & Co, 
Chancery In 

Goopwin, THEMAS, Salmonby, Lincs, Farmer June 19 Walker & Co, Aiford 

GouGH, MARTHA, Clent, Wor ester June 25 Stockdide, Wednesbury 

GRAHAM, GRORGE FREDERICK, ShefMlel!, Draper June 20 Irons, Stef feld 


GREGORY, REGINALD GRAHAM, Callan, Ki kenny June 16 Hopgood & Dowsons, Adam 
st, Adelphi 

GRIFFITH, Hupent WILLIAM Dovea’, Glasbury, Hereford May 29 Wrenstead & Co, 
Ormond House, Queen Victoria st 

HALLUM, EDWARD JOSSELYN, Colehe:ter, Bank Clerk June 22 White, Colchester 

Hart, Horace, Wootton, Berks, MA June 22 Wolsh & Gray, Oxford 

HEADING, ROBERT THORROLD, Watlington, Norfolk, Faamer June 15 Reed & Way 
man, King's Lynn 

HENDERSON, ISABELLA, Gateshead July 31 ULumsaten, Gateshead 

HENDERSON, JOHN, Liverpool June 80 Cooke, Liverpool 

| SON, MARY, Stoekton on Tees June | Yownsend & Bertrand Watson, Stocktun on 
lees 

HOLDEN, EMMA SHUTTLEWORTH, Longridze rd June30 Kirby & Co, The Sanctuary, 
Westminster 

Hussey, ANNA Marra, Oxford Jane30 Freeman, Coptha!l ct 

JOHNSON, ETHEL, Nottingham Jugel5 Abbott, Long acre 

JORDON, MICHARL, Albury st, Deptfor!, Labourer June 30 Watts & Co, Fle t st 

Litt, EMMA, Bolton June®26é Holden & Holden, Bolton 

MACDONELB, H&LEN ADA, Plymouth June 18 Vernon & Co, Coleman sat 

MARCHANT, CHARLES, Martin's In, Cannon st, Solicitor May 30 Mount & Co, Martin's 
In, Cannon st 

MARRINER, SARAR, Aycliff, Durham June 21 Latimer, Darlington 

MARSH, ELIZA ANN, Darlington June2! Latimer, Darlington 

May, ALIce Mary, Hindhead, Surrey June il Eggar & Uo, Brighton 

McLaren, Ropert, West Ilerrington, Durham, Faroer July 1 Storey & Sons, 
Su ider and 














THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOoOooORGaTE STHEET, ZL.ONMDOoOoW, =1.cC. 
ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERB. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for imsertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


application. 


POOLING INSURANCE. 

The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 

APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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MILLARD, SIDNEY ABRI 
Myers Samvuen Jacon 
Bishopsgate 
O'CALLAGHANS, PATRICK TIMOTHY 

July 2 Fooks & Oo 
OLDERSHAW, SEABROOK ProsoTT, Eastbourne June 14 
PARKER, MARY, Tunbridge Wells June 3) Crippa & Co, 
Pavey, Ipgn, Brighto:, Farmer Jane 10 Nye & Donne 
PLaNcK, Henry, Bowdon, Chester, Dentist June 19 

dudno 
PosTILL, MARGARET, Darlington 


Stott, Leeds 
June 17 


Leeds, Grocer July 3 
Cazenove rd, Stamford Hill Humphreys & Co, 
Thorniaw Grange, West Norwood, Civil Service Clerk 
Carey st, Lincoln's inn 

Wintle, East bourne 

Tanbridge Wells 

Ship st, Brighton 

Henderson & Hallmark, Lian- 


Durham June 2! Latimer, Darlington 


POUNGHARD, WILLIAM CHARLES, Twickenham June 18 Slaughter & May, Austin friars 
Reeves James Birminghan June2) Robbins, tirmingham 
SCHOFIELD, SAVILLE, Prestwieh, Lancs June 18 Pickstone, Radcliffe 


SCHRODER, MAX RiTTeER VON, Gratz, Austria, Farmer June 30 Cleaver & Co, Liver- 
poel 
ScoTT, MARGARET JANE ADELA 


Co, Bishopagate 


Norland eq, Notting Hill Jane 19 Edward Le Voi & 


June 18 Russell, Bexley 


SEATH, DOUGLAS WILLIAM, Gloucester rd, Rezent’s Park 
Heath 

4MITH, ALLAN, Southport, Pianofurte Dealer June30 Mawdsley & Ha lfield, South- 
port 


Tharsfield, Birmingham 


SMITH, EDWARD Hopains, Wednesbury June 30 
June 15 


STEPURNS, ADOLPHUS THOMAS HaGoERsTON, Lytton grove, Putney Hill 
Duke st, Adelphi 

THATCHER, EDGAR, Nailsea, Somerset July 1 Wansbroughs & Co, Bristol 

THOMAS, RepEecca, Church Stretton, Salop July 23 James & Co, Wrexham 

THOMSON, Rev CuHarnLes Jouy, Veedon, Berks June 30 Merriman & Co, 
Bench walk 

THORNLEY, Groner, Barnsley, Innkeeper June 2 Carrington & Leonard, Barnsley 

TIL.LOTSON, JANE, Sheffield June30 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

TUDOR, GILBERT, Uley, Gios, Buteher June 22 Francillon, Dursley 

Torrer, Walter, Kew June l6 Smith & Burrell, Richmond, Surrey 

WHITE, ADAHLINE Marky, Bangor, Carnarvon Junel5 Perks, Clement's inn 

Withers, Eowin Owen, Kadnage, Buckingham, Farmer June 12 Reynolds & Son, 
Hig Wycombe 

WILLIS, SYDNEY, Southwold 


Gwilt 


King's 


July 1 Nicholson, Lawrence In, Cheapside 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, May 22 

Standring & C:, Rochdale 

Martin & Martin, Keading 

June 24 Marriott & Co, Man- 


ASHWORTH, George, Rochdale, Builder June 30 

BARKSHIRE, MARY ELizaneTa, Reading June 18 

BEECROFT, SARAH. Harrington gins, South Kensington 
cheater 

tox, Emma, Tunbridge Wells Snell & Co 


June °6 Tunbridge Wells 


BROWN, WILLIAM ALFRED, Southend on Sea, Draper June 15 Wood, Southend on Sea 
CANNING, ELLEN, Maidenhead June 24 (Garrard & Co, Suffolk +t, Pall Mall East 
CHARNLEY, THOMAS, Blackpool, Boot Maker June 30 Waterhouse, Blackpool 


CooKE, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Newtown, Montgomery, Printer June 26 


Newtown 


CRAMER, FRANCOIS LuUTar, Hove, Insurance Clerk June2l Coakburn & Co, Hove 
CREAMER JOSEPH, Avenue rd, Regent's Park July1 Mawby & (Co, Queen st 
DAVIS, ALFRED CLAUDE, Wembley, Middix June 30 Pearce & Nicholls, Clement's inn, 


Strand 
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pe Ripper, EDGAR ANTHONY, Fairholme rd, West Kensington, Naval Storekeeper June 
23 Burton & Co, Surrey st, Strand ; 

EVANS, ALEXANDER EAsson, Victoria, British Columbia, Canada June 22 Janson &Co, 
College hill 

FERGUSON, Surgeon General AUSTIN JoNAS, Melcombe Regis, Dorset June 16 Hopgood 
& Dowsons, Spring gdns 

Fincu, Loursa Kate, Riffel rd, Cricklewood May 31 Pusey & Co. Cannon st 

Foster, WALTER FRANCIS, Ruddington, Notts June 22 Mumford & Co, Bradford 

FCHRKEN, EvorEN ANTON, New Londonst July 2 Stephenson & Co, Lombard st 

GoopWI', THOMAS, Salmonby, Lincs, Farmer June 19 Walker & Co, Alford 

HALL, MARY, Gateshead June 30 Lambert & Lambert, Gateshead 

Hanps, THOMAS, B rmingham, Draper June 25 Ore, Birmingham 

HAUXWELL, THOMAS ADDISON, Hove June 24 Nye & Denne, Brighton 

Horsoy, Procter, Malvern June 30 Barlow, Malvern 

HIBBERT, CHARLES, Nottingham, Book Maker June 30 Martin & Sons, Nottingham 

JAGGER, CAROLINE, Bentley, nr Doncaster June 30 Dawson & Burgess, Doncaster 

JINKINGS RICHARD, Folkestone June 23 Watts, Folkestone 

LAWSON, Joseru, Hove June 20 Hockin & Co, Manchester 

Lea, AMY MARY WHE®ELEY, Hallow, Worcester June9 Withers & Co, Arundel st 

Lewis, THOMAS, Fishguard, Pembroke,Chemist June 16 Johns, Fishguard 

MACKIE, WILLIAM, Sutton, Farm Bailiff’ June 23 Boyes & Son, Barnet 

MACKIE, Eiiza, Sutton June 23 Boyes & Son, Barvet 

MAPrPrEY, JOHN ELLYETYr, South«wmpton, Baker June 22 Page & Gulliford,Southampton 

MILLER-PARKBR, MARGARET EDITH, Blackpool June9 Callis, Biackpool 

MoGeR, GERTRUDE MARY, Southsea Junel0 Bechervaise, Portsmouth 

MURLRY, CATHERINE, Westgate on Sea June 30 Chapman, Southampton st, Blooms. 
bury sq 

ONBIL, JOHN JoserH, Leigh on Sea, Priest 
on Sea 

PALMER, ANN, Sou'h Shields July 1 

PALMER, SAMUEL, South Shields July 1 

PILKINGTON, JAMES HOLME, Framlingham JuneS Laces & Co, Liverpool 

PRIDEAUX, CHARLES REUBEN, Buekingham June 26 Law, Buckingham 

PURVIS, JANE Potts, South Shields June28 Tindle, South Shields 

RANDALL, FREDERICK, Chesterfield, Mineral Water Manufacturer July 10 Stanton & 
Walker, Chesterfield 

RICHARDSON, JESSIE ADA, Sheffield July 18 Taylor & Emmet, Sheffield 

ROBINSON, ELIZABETH, Kingston upon Hull June 20 Thompson & Co, Hull 

SHret, ELLEN, Royton,Lancs June ll Mellor, Oldham 

Simmons, GRAHAM, Bath, Solicitor July 3 Collins & Simmons, Bath 

SNALAM, THOMAS, Freckleton. Lancs, Innkeeper June 22 Gaulter, Fleetwood 

STRINGER, ELIZA ANN, Dorking June 26 Wesley, Dorking 

THOMSON, EMMA, Rochdale June 30 Standring & Co, Roehdale 

WALCOTT, FRANCIS SHARPE, Barbados, West Indies June 21 Turner & Manon, Lincoln's 
inn flelds 

WALKER, HAROLD HERBERT, Dinas Mawddwy, Merioneth 
Liverpool 

Lees, JAMES, Swinton, nr Manchester June 8 

WALLWORK, WILLIAM ANDREW MALPAS, 
Manchester 

WHITELAW, ROBERT, Rugby June 30 GM& C Seabroke, Rugby 

WICKING, HANNAH, Bournemouth Jvne27 Guillaume & Sons, Bournemouth 

WILLIAMS, MARGARET ANN, Liverpool June 24 Lindsay, Liverpool 

WILLIAMS, ISAAC MENNELL, Torquay June 16 Hooper & Wollen, Torquay 

WRIGHT, THOMAS, Southport, Coachman June 21 Williams, Southport 


June 25 Tolhursts & Cozens, Southend 


Tindle, South Shields 
Tindle, South Shields 


June 30 Morecroft & Co, 


Spencer, Manchester 


Manchester July 3 Lawson & Co 


Pet Feb 10 Ord May 14 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


, Ord ¥ 
FRIDAY, May 18. 11 Ord May 14 


London Gaz't 


BARKER, FRANCIS, Norfolk House, Norfolk st 
KELL, Eric JAMES, Bedford, Major 


BRADFORD, EXNEST GARFIELD, Southport, Grocer 


HARRIS, HENRY CAMPBELL, Hillside rd, Stamford Hill 


High Court 
; May 31 at 11.30 14, Bedford row 


High Court Pet Jan | Jounston#, JAMES, Tisbury, Wilts, Draper May 30 at 2 
Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 
Liver Ket, THOMAS, Thirsk, Yorks, Blacksmith May 40 at 11 


Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 


RECEIVING ORDERS pool Pet May 14 Ord May 14 ‘ 
ii ' . BRADLEY, B@NJAMIN, West Hartlepool, Contractor | MARTYN, JAMES, Devoran, Cornwall, Baker May 30 at 3 
ANDREWS, ALPERT, Wokingham, Laundry Manager Read: Sunderland Pet May 3 Ord May 16 Off Rec, 12, Princes st, Truro - 
ing Pet May 14 Ord May 16 DUNLOP, GEORGE ALEXANDER, Leeds Leels Pet Jan 9 | Peco, THOMAS WILLIAM, Wainfleet All Saints, Lincs, 
BENNETT, CHARLES HERMERT, Macclesfield, Wattle Bark Ord Mey 12 ioe F Grocer May 30 at 12 Off Rec, 4 andj6,!West st, Boston 
Merchant Macclesfield Pet Mar 30 Ord May 16 GALER, SIDNEY, Fakenh»m, Norfolk, Milk Seller Norwich | PELTON, EDWARD GEORGE, Russell Square mans, Music 
BRADFO! », ~~ Ganvinin, Southport, Grocer Liver Pet April 12 Ord May 14 ; Hall Revue Proprietor May 31 at 11 Bankruptcy 
Re ee ee es HILL, FREDERICK, Casning Town, Baker HighCourt Pet bldgs, Carey st 
BRADLEY, BENJAMIN, West Hartlepool, Contractor Sun “Mar ’ en May 16 = 7 PHILLIPS, RICHARD, Dyne rd, Brondesbury, Ship Owner 
_derland Pet May 3 Ord May 14 , JOHNSTONE, JAMES, Tisbury, Wilts, Draper Salisbury Pet | May 31 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
CoorEK, GRORGE Tomas, Acton, Commission Agent May 15 Ord May15 — | SALLON, I8aa0 MYERS, Minories, Ladies’ Tailor June 1 
sng reutford Pot Mari Ord May 15 MARTYN, JAMES, Devoran, Cornwall, Baker Truro Pet atl1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
GospeNn, JOHN —“-Y~ Weymouth, Provision Merchant May 14 Ord May 14 TEED, G HAMILTON, Woldingham, Surrey May 29 at 1! 
Dorchester Pet Mayl Ord May 12 . icit ig 2 Y¥ ; inster Bridge rd 
MILNE, OSWALD, Cl t's inn, Strand, Solicitor High } 132, York rd, Westminster i 
JOUNSTONE, JAMES, Tisbury, Wilts, Draper Salisbury Gout fendem ts ae May 16 e” | wiittams, RoBert, Bury St Edmunds, Harness Maker 
Pet May 15 Ord May 15 PEGG, THOMAS WILLIAM, All Saints, Lincs, Grocer Boston | May 3lat3 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 


MAKTYN, JAMES, Dev ran, Cornwall, Baker Truro Pet 
May |4 Ord May 16 
Peo, THOMAS WILLIAM, 


Grocer Boston Pet May 14 


Pet May l4 


Wainfleet All 
Ord May 14 


Saints, Lincs, Merchant 


Ord May 14 ; 
SANDRET, JACQUES GABRIEL, Swallow st, Piccadi'ly, Coffee 
High Court Pet Jan9 


WoopTHoRPE, HENRY, Old Bolingoroke, Lincs, Carrier 
May 30 at 12.30 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Boston 
—y + ADJUDICATIONS. 


SMITH, JOSEPH ALOYSIUS, Preston, Baker Preston Pet | °™!TH, JOSRPH ALoysivs, Preston, Baker Preston | Gort, SIDNEY GRANT, Egremont, Fish Merchant Birken- 
May% Ord May 16 . May 3 Ord May 16 . , head Pet April 2’ Ord May 17 
TOONR, SHIRLEY, Leicester, Grocer Leicester Pet May ToONE, SHIRLEY, Leicester, Grocer Leleester Pet May HOMER, SOLOMON, Lye, Worcester, Hardware Dealer Stour- 
14 Ord May 14 1¢ Ord May 14 A : : ; bridge Pet May 14 Ord May 14 — 
WATSON, GEORGE, Ashford, Kent, Plumber Canterbury ‘Y41S0%, GBora@x, Ashford, Kent, Plumber Canterbury | keer, THomas, Thirsk, Yorks, Blacksmith Northallerton 
Pet May 15 Ord May 15 . _. Pet May 16 Ord May 15 : Pet May 16 Ord May 16 
WoopTHorre, Henry, Old Bolingbroke, Lincs, Carrier “COPTHORPE, Henry, Old Bolingbroke, Lincs, Carrier | 7 pvexgon, JACK SOLOMON LEWE,‘ berystwyth, Tobacconist 
Boston Pet Mayié Ord May 4 Boston Pet May 14 Ord May 14 Aberystwyth Pet April5 Ord May 16 
‘ OWEN, CATHERINE, Bangor, Carnarvon Bangor Pet May! 
FIRST MEETINGS. London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 22 Ord May 18 , ’ 
< — SAGE, STANLEY EpGar, Woodville rd, Goller’s Green 
BROWN, -_e ~~~ upon Hall wn May 30 at RECEIVING ORDERS. Builder Barnet Pet Jan24 Ord May 15 
11.30 oO Le fork City Bank chmbrs, Lowyate, - > k x - - ’ 
Hull aa 1 a Tunbridge Wells Pet London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 25. 
aD at age On hon nS ae a HoMER, SoLoMON, Lye, Worcester, Hardware Dealer | RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Portsmouth ee eer rere & , Stourbridge Pet May 14 Ord M y 14 BURKE, JOHN BUTLER, Dame —_ gdns High Court 
2 , , on =} tom . “ KEBL, THomMAS, Thirsk, Yorks, Blacksmith Northallerton Pet May, 25 1916 rd May 2 ; 
—— tee ph ; — igre el = Pet May 16 Ord May 16 CAMMACK, GEORGE JAMES, Ormekirk, Mineral Water Manu- 
Eck, AVUSTUS RICHARD, Woodside ‘rd, Bowes Park May ©W2N, CATHERINE, Bavgor, Carnarvon Bangor Pet May facturer Liverpool Pet May 21 Ord May 21 
~ 35 at 11.30 14 Bedt rd row : ie 1s Ord May 18 CanpiRF, MAX, Regent st High Court Pet Mari Ord 
aan 3 al ‘ . , PELTON, EDWARD GEORGE, Russell sq mans, Music Hall May 22 
7 “May 5 v2 ron nee, tan M ee a Revue Proprietor High Court Pet April 12 Ord | CHALONER, HENRY, Birmingham, Chemist Birmingham 
ton , Leta caoee ™s - May 17 Pet May 22 Ord May 22 


JELL, JEANETTA JOHANA MARIA, Brighton, May 25 at 3 Off High Court 


PHILLIPS, RICHARD, Dyne rd, Brondesbury 


Pet Mar 29 Ord May 17 


COCKRELL, HAROLD BUCKLER, Liverpool, Ofl1 Merchant 


Ship Owner 
Liverpool Pet May 23 Ord May 23 


Rec, 12A, Mariborough pl, brighton , a . . 
: . -- — = ’ SALLON, ISAAC MYERS, Minories, Ladies’ Tailor High | GoLpNEY, ARTHUR GEORGE, Menchester, Surgeon Man- 
——— + oe e- Fr —_, — geome Court Pet May 9 Ord May 18 chester Pet May 23 Ord May 23 ' 
fone ”s f Kec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle upOs pees, G HamILtos, Woldingham, Surrey Croydon Pet | GRIMSHAW, JAMES NoRTH, Shipley, Yorks,Grocer Brad- 
Tannen « : ’ . ® e . April 26 Ord May 17 ford Pet May 8 Ord May 21 
TOONE, SHIRLEY, Leicester,Grocer May 25 at 3 Off Rec, I y HILL. JoHN, Leominster, Confectioner Leominster Pet 
1, Berridge st, Leicester M md Ord May 22 
WILog, Gronae, Merthyr Tydfil, Collier May 30 at 12 Off FIRST MEETINGS. lp a, JAMES HENRY, Leamington Spa, Baker Warwick 
ce, Cour ol ow! F lertt P MOUSE, . . " - * 
Rec, County Court, Town Hall, Merthyr Tydfil BRADFORD, ERNEST GARFIELD, Southport, Grocer May | Pet May 18 Ord May 19 ; 
ADJUDICATIONS 80 atill Off Rec, 11, Dale st, Liverpool SmitH, THOMAS, Bolton, Company Director Bolton Pet 
z ; DERRICK, THOMAS, Briton Ferry, Fruiterer May 31 at May 2 Ord May 23 : 
ANDREWS, ALBERT, Wokingham, Laundry Manager ll Offre Rec, Goyernment bidgs, St Mary's et,| WILKINSON, HORACE FREDERICK, Great Bridge, Staffs, 


Reading Pet Mayl4 Ord May 15 Swansea 





, Ironfounder Dudley Pet May 10 Ord May 22 


























